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PROLEGOMENA, 


0 A. 
FOR E-READ INGS, &c. 
INCE it has happened through the Arti- 


fice of our modern Teachers, who make it 
their Buſineſs to diſturb weak Minds, and to 
draw Money from the Diſturbance; that many 
well-diſpoſed People of the lower Claſs, to 
whom Providence had allotted: other Sort of 


Cares, have been ſeduced from attending the 


Duties of common Life, their proper Calling, 


to ſpend their Timę in reading religious Dif- 
putes, and perplex themſelves with the knaviſh 


Subtleties of crafty Men: I thought it would 


be no unkind Office, ſeeing that they will be ſo 


engaged, to help them a little through the 


Difficulties of their new Employment, by 


= before them ſome of thoſe Rules and 


Diftin#ions, which the Learned have thought 


proper to obſerve, in order to guard themſelves 
from the Errors of Controverſy; which, with- 
out ſuch Marks and Directions, would be a 
Wilderneſs to the Underſtanding, and a A 


Tenth that never ends, 
The Engliſh Reader then is to underſtand, 
that in every Diſpute, there are ſome Things 
| MOT. granted. 


4 Prolegomena, 8 

granted on both Sides, while others remain to be 
determined. | 
N Things granted are called in the Greek 
Jana, in the Latin Dara, by which 
Name, through the Diſuſe of our own Words, 
they are ſqmetimes called in Engliſh; or elſe 
Axioms or Maxims ; as Things of prime Evi- 
dence, and worthy of all Men to be received. 
Now the Maxims, or Things granted in this 
Controverſy between me and Mr. Weſley, with 
_ Reſpect to the Credit of the Chriſtian Religion, 
for which we both profeſs a common Concetn, 
I take to be theſe, that follow. 


| MaxiMs reſpeing the Credit of the Chriſtian 
Religion. 
| Maxim 1ſt. That the Re11cion of Feſus 
Cbriſt, or the GospEL, is a true Religion. 
Maxim 2. That Feſus Chriſt and his Apoſtles 
preached one and the ſame Doctrine. | 
Agreeable to thoſe Texts of Scripture, Jeſus 


_ Chriſt the ſame Yeſterday, to Day, andfor ever 


(Heb. 13. 8.) For tho the Enthuſiaſts of that 
Age, ſaid, I am of Paul, and I am of Apollos, 
&c. (i. Cor. 1. 12.) Vet it appears from the 
very ſame Scriptute, that Chriſt is not divided. 
* Maxim 3. That ſuppoſing there were not an 
Uniformity between the Doctrine of Chriſt, and 
his Apoſtles; in ſuch Caſe the Authority of 


Chriſt himſelf, being the Son of God, would be 


ſuperiour to that of any one Apoſtle, or of all 
bis Apoſiles put together, (For the Servants are 
not above their Lord.) 


Max1a 4. That the Chriſtian Religon being 


true, it cannot be oppoſite to the Laws of Go. 


Maxim 


J or Fore-readings, &.  Þ 
| Maxim 5. That the Religion of the Goſpel 
contains practical Rules and Precepts, as 3 
as the Religion of the Fews, and the Religion, 
or Law of Nature. 
MAxIX 6. That the Precepts or Laws of 
the Goſpel were delivered by Jeſus Chriſt, in 
Order to have them obeyed. For otherwiſe it 
would have have been Fooliſhneſs to have de- 
livered them. Becauſe to do a thing to no 
Purpoſe, and with no Deſign is Folly. 
Maxim 7. That if Cbriſt deſigned, that the 
Laws of the Goſpel ſhould be obeyed, they 
muſt not be ſuch as exceed the Powers and 
Facultie- of human Nature, but ſuch as Man- 
kind in general, may in ſome Sort, obey. For 
to command Things Impoſſi ble, is to command, 
what can never be obeyed. 
_ Max 8. If what the Goſpel commands 
be not impoſſible; then there muſt be in Man- 
kind ſome Degree of Liberty or Power of 
Action ſuitable to the Thing commanded, and 
which may enable them to perform it: For 
ö otherwiſe the Laws of the Goſpel, tho' poſſible 
to other Beings, would be impaſſible to Men, 
if they were thus abſolutely deſtitute of all 
Power to obey them. 
Maxim 9. Moreover the Laws of the Goſpel 
to be practicable, and to command Obedience 
from Mankind, muſt be conſiſtent with each 
other. | 
Por Inſtance, if the Gosper, in one Place 
ſhould command a Man to tand flock ſtill, and 
in another Place, command him to move his 


"EE TN Limbs 


PRO 


Limbe a little, and endeavour to get forward: : 
A Man could nor tell, in this Caſe, how to 

obey the GosprL: Becauſe receiving both 
Precepts upon the ſame Authority, he is as 
much obliged by the ſame Authority to obey 
the one, as to obey the other: But fince to 
move, and to fland ſtill, at the ſame Time, are 
inconſiſtent, it is2mpoſſible when a Man is com- 
manded to do beth gelber, that he ſhould do 
either. And therefore the 600 1, ro command 
Obedience, muſt be confiftent with itſelf; thoſe 
who wake it otherwiſe, render it vſelecz, ſcan- 
dalous, and ridiculous. 

Maxim 10. The general Tenor of the Goſ- 

I, or the collect ve Body of its Precepts, and 
fie wiſe of it's Doctrines, is not to give Way 
to a /ingle Text. For at this Rate a Part 
would out weigh, and be greater than the 
whole. 

Max 11. Further any Text of the New 
Teſtament, which ſhall contradict the general 
Tenor of the GosPEL, and the Light of Nature, 
cannot be true. | : 

_._  (Corollary.) And therefore as the Goſpel 
Wyas before allowed to be true, any Text al- 
|  ledged as capable of ſuch Contradiction muſt 
be a Text thar is miſinterpreted. | 
Maxim 12. The Religion of Chriſt being | 
allowed to be true, and conſequently uniform, 
the . ifinterpreters of Scripture, who thus 
buſy themſelves in finding Contradictions in it, 
and 28 the ſame for, ate of the 
GosPEL 


* 
- # 
- 


or Fore-readings. &c. 5 
GosPEL, muſt be ignorant, or diſhoneſt Men, 
or boch together. 


Maxim 13. Ignorant and diſhoneſt Men are 
not fit to be Teachers, or Preachers. | 
__ Maxim 14. PREACHERs miſinterpreting the 
Goſpel through Ignorance or Diſbongſty, or both 
together, hurt the Cauſe of Chriſtianity, and 
ſtrengthen the Cauſe of Infidels, who triumph 
in the Weakneſs of ſuch Paſtors, and make 
their Conceſſions and Doctrines an Handle to 
expoſe Religion. 
Maxim 15. PRRAchERS thus miſinter- 

preting the Goſpel; and appealing to the Au- 

rhority of the Churchof England, in Support of 
ſuch Minterpretations, highly diſgrace the 

D of Church of England. 

IT be End of the Maxims. 

As a Alten Prevention of Exxon, it may 
not be improper to ſubjoin to thefe a few, DE- 
FINITIONS or EXPLICATIONS of certain Theolo- 
gical Terms and Phraſes, which being capable 
of various Meanings, the Methodiſt Teachers 
uſe them undefined, that their Ægui vocatiun 
may confuſe the Minds of their Hearers, and 
render them more ſubſervient to their deluſive 


Purpoſes. To rc which let the Reader 
e. 


That the Word 8 in Sori ture 


primarily ſignifies Favour. It has other Mean 
ings indeed elſe where, ſuch as Beauty, Decency, 
Decorum, but among Chriſtians Favour is its 
: . Meaning 1 in We Matters. 


Ex- 


8 Prolegõmena, 
ExrricAriom a. Retaining this Senſe, but 
uſed Rhetorically, or by a Figure, it may ſtand 


for the whole of the Chriſtian Religion, becauſe _ 


that is a favourable Religion. In St. Paul's 

Writings, the whole Chriſtian Dy/pen/ation is 
often called by the Name of Grace, to diſtin- 
guiſh it from the Law of the Jeus; which as 
it laboured with many Ceremonies, is therefore 


by Way of Oppojition.or Diſe (ſeem, for 1 its La- 


3 ſtyled Works. 

ExXPLICATION 3. When the Apoſtle ſpeaks © 
of ſuch Worxs, or being ſaved without them, 
he does not mean Morality or Chr! Rion Firtue, 
but Jeuiſb Ceremonies. 

ExXPLICAT10N 4. Of the Derivation of the 
Word GRACE. It comes from the Latin Gratia, 
which is uſually put to explain the Word (ag. 


© Karis in the Greek Teſtament; This Greek 


Word (x4) Kharis has ſeveral Meanings: ; 8 
is ſometimes rendered. into Engiz/h by the 


5 Word Charity, tho in itſelf it fignifies ſome- 


times Gracefulneſs, ſometimes Nindneſi, and 
Aﬀettion ;-to. which laſt Senſe it is tall: 
reſtrained in Scripture. Thus the Grace of our | 


| Lord Jeſis Chriſt, in Greek, ſignifies the Fa- 


vour or Affection of Jeſus Cbri n, but does not 
ſpecify any particular Marks or Degrees of it. 
ExPLICATION. 5. The Word . 


as uſed by ſome School Divines, has two Mean- 


ings; it is either initial, or final; If this Diftine- 


15 tion be not obſerved, the Word Fuftification 


muſt lead People, as indeed ir en into n 
E * e e 


. „ Ex- 


Word only, that our 12th Article of Religion 
affirms, that good Works which are the. Fruit - 
of Faith do follow after Juſtification, by which 
the Authors, meant no more than Conver/ion, 
and ſo far they are right. For a Man muſt be 
converted to the Chriſtian Faith, before he can 
practiſe it. If he continue in a Courſe of Virtue, 
and obſerve the Precepts of our Saviour to the 
laſt, tHat Continuance in well-doing, which 
fellows his initial or firſt Juſtification, will pre- 
. cede, or go before the final. - 
 ExeiicaTion 8. Further, it deſerves par- 
ticular Notice, that it is only the final Juſtifica- 
tion (which happens not till Death) that can 
enſure Safvation : and that theſe ſeveral Sorts 
of Juſtiſicution fo eſſentially differ, that good 
Morbs, which follow the Initial, do always go 
before the Final, and under the Favour of 
Chriſt, and the Application of his Merits, are 
the Cauſe or Condition of our Salvation. For in 


B i ſome 


— ne ener errant 


or Fore-readings, &c. 9 4 
ExPLICATION 6. Initial JUSTIFICATION iS 1 
proper to Proſelytes, and means little, if any It 
Thing, more than their Converſion to the 1 
Chriſtian Faith. Good Works may follow this {0 
Sort of JUSTIFICATION, but if they do not, it - . 
is all undone again; the Man relapſes from his jo 
Juſtified State, may continue in his Relapſe, and 1 
notwithſtanding ſuch Sort of JUSTIFICATION , 5 
may be damr'd at laſt, ſo improper in this Caſe, {js 
is the Uſe of 4 Phraſe, to which People are 4 
ſo apt to fix an Idea of Salvation. „ 14 
Ex LIcATION 7. Obſerve therefore, that it 2 
is with a View to this imperfect Senſe of the 
9 
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10 ee REY | es, 
ſame Reſpets : a Condition is a Cauſe, as you 
will ſee in the following Inſtance. 
Suppoſe a poor Labourer be permitted N 
to inhabit a Cottage upon the Waſte, upon Con- 
| dition of his paying a Pepper-Corn the Year for 
Rent, to the Lord of the Manor: The Ace- 
knowledgment is ſmall indeed for an Habitation, 
but yet for all that, under the Favour of the 
Lord, this ſmall Acknowledgment, or Obſerva- 
tion of the Condition is the Cauſe of holding it. 
. The End of the EXPLICATIONS. 8 


T be State of the Controverſy between A. YT 
Meſley and me. 5 


Having ſaid thus much of the Maxims, or 
Data, which I expect to be granted in this Diſ- 
pute, and added an Explication of the Terms, 
which are moſt capable of AZquiveocation, or 
- miſuſe, I proceed to ſpeak of the Articles in 
Veſlion, wich may be divided into two CLAsss: 
becauſe they are ſomewhat of a different Na- 
ture, and debated at different Times. 

The firſt in Time are thoſe contained in a 
Pampblet, which I had occafion to addreſs to 
the Company of Salers in LoxDox, who were 
then ſollieited to chodſe a Merbodiſt to a Lecture 
n 

Mr. Weſley, upon the Peruſal of this Piece, 


writes me his, fr} Letter, denying © that the 


A} Methodiſts held any ſuch Opinions, as in this 
“ Pamphlet I had charged upon them; but 
e allowing withal, that if they did hold ſuch 
Opinions, their fatal Tendency was ſuch, 

as 


{ 


— 


r 
— 


8 


—— — 


mowing 
N 
— — 


or F ore-readings, Sc. 44 


« as I there repreſented.” The Reader is to 
| note, that this was the firſt, and principal Point 
in Controverſy, - © whether W ba held ſuch 

4 Opinioris or not.” 

I his Letter from Mr. Weſley was not re- 
ceived, till I was ubliſhing my SERMoN, 
preached before the Haende of Oxford, en- 
titled, < Rules for the Diſcovery of falle Pro- 
<-phets,” &c. in which, or in the Dedication 85 
Preface, or Appendix to the fame, having 
brought ſuch Proofs as literally, and to a Title 
ſupported the Accuſation in the former Treatiſe: 

| (for I had been yrged to this Service by ſome 
nameleſs Qpponents, ho to ſhew their Parts, 
were deſirous to be before-hand with Mr. 
Weſley) 1 Bought, it would be ſufficient to ac- 
quaint him, as I did at the End of the Preface 
to my Sermon, then in the Preſs, that if he 
Were not thereby convinced, that ſuch Po- 

tions, as he calls them, were held by Peo 
.< who paſs under the Denomination of A5 

« had; its, and would pleaſe to ſignify, that | 

Want of Conviction, in a private Letter, by 
ce the ſame Hand, which conveyed to me the 

former Papers, he ſhould have the Civility of 
a particular Anſwer, Paragraph by Para- 
* graph, if he thought it neceſſary, &c“% .. 
Me Meſley did not chooſe however to giye 
me this private Information, but for Oſtenta- 
tion, 1 ſuppoſe, or to preſerve his Credit with 
the Sect, by ſtill appearing to be their Advocate 

0 Print, he publiſhes a ſecond Letter ; he aſſigns 

2 ee other Motives for the Publication, the 

B 2 Profis 
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22 - Prolegomena, 


Propriety of which, I ſhall conſider i in my ebm: 
ment upon the Place, wherein they ſtand. 

What T have to obſerve here by Way of 
Introduction, congerning this ſecond Letter from 
Mr. Weſley, is that it produced not only my 
Reply to his firſt, in the Form of Annotations, 
but that it has alſo afforded ſome new Matter 
for Controverſy, not quite ſo material indeed, as 
. that relating to the main Queſtion, about the 

Principles of the Methadi ifs, which was the foe. 
Object of Debate at firſt, 

Whereas now beſide this, here are ObjeQions 
raiſed, either againſt the Truth of ſome Fats, . 

related in the Dedication or Preface to my Ser- 

mon, concerning the Riſe and Progreſs; the 
"Hiſtory and State of Methodiſm ; or againſt my 

Manner of treating theſe Subjects, ſuppoſing 

what 1 had ſaid upon them, to be true. 
As to theſe new Matters then fince called i in 
"Queſtion, or miſrepreſented by Mr. Weſley, T have 
only to obſerve, that they ſhall be examined in 
their Places, and ſet in a true Light, yet not fo 
as to binder the Readers view of the main 
Queſtion, 70 ct. 
Whether the Methodiſts held or  publithed 
_ *'ſuch Doctrines, as I had charged upon them 
* in my. Painphilet to the Salers,” which in 
the ſecond Edition, I call a Disp LAV of the 
bad Principles of the Methodiſts, I have in- 
formed the Reader that this was the Piece, 
which moved Mr. Weſley to write me his f#/} 
Letter, wherein he undertook to make gan 
Apology for all the Methodi/?s in general, with- 
5 1 * 8 


— iu ˙ 1A *» 


Articles in my Anſwer to the firft : 


; 1 


he appears to have contracted his Defence, and 


craves Allowance only for himſelf, his Brother, 
and his Qyondam: aſſociate Mr. Whitfield, and 
then ſneaks off, leaving all the:Reſt to Mercy, 

who are ſo far from making an 


Defenſe 
againſt the Charge, that they confeſs the Fad, 


and glory in the Accuſation. 


80 that the Reader is likely to find this Point 
very clear, viz. © that the Generality of the Me. 


* rhodiſis hold to this Day, the blaſphemous, and 
** atheiſtical Principles, that I mentioned; and 
_ notwithſtanding that Mr. Weſley at preſent, 
profeſſes to have renounced them, as horrid 
and deteſtable, yet J am afraid it will appear in 
the Courſe of the Evidence, that he was for- 
merly pretty deep in the ſame 


Opinions; and 
conſequently, that I was much to be juſtified 


in charging in general, the ſame Principles upon 


People, who had confeſſedly been of the ſame 
Denomination. I have indeed in ras Meaſure 


anticipated the Buſineſs. of a Reply to his ſecond 


Letter, by the full Evidence I gave upon theſe 


However 
the Reader may not be diſpleaſed to ſee addi- 


tional Teſtimonies upon this Head ; as he may 
defire likewiſe to be better informed about the 

neo Matters, which have been ſtarted fince ; 
ſo bearing this Sate of the Controverſy in Mind, 
be may now, if he pleaſes attend the Exami- 
| nation of Mr. Weſtey's Atkins Arguments and 


or Fore-readings, Ge. 13 
out diſtinguiſhing Particulars, but in his ſecond, 


7 T's Firft Peng to Dr. Fres Ch. ul, v. 4 Dr. Free's Edition. 


* 


vr Fore-readings, Sc. 


 Objeftions; which moſtly. deſerve Ri Jichle, at 
| other Times a little ſerious Remonſtrance. 
Sic Sermone opus eft modo triſti 0 * jocaſo, Hor. 
In either Ta ] believe 1 ſhall have it in 
| my Power to avoid Prolixity, as Mr. Weſley's 
Letter is not only ſhort, but excepting its Fal ſ 
boods, in many Paſſages fo inſignificant, as not 
to merit e wee, or Anſwer. 
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x The Reverend Mr. WesLEY's •% 
Second Letter to Dr. FREE, 


divided into Chapter and Verſe, by the Editor. 


bh * | e 
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| hen, os HAF. I. | 
The ConTenTs My. WesLEY ſets out with a Paradox: He ex- 
preſſes his great Defire to liue peaceably with all Men, but chooſes 
to ſhew that Deſire by carrying on the War for the Methodiſts; 
under the Pretence of being publickly called upon to vindicate him- 
felf, though that be the Reverſe of what was demanded by his Op- 
"ponent, and out of the Courſe of the Diſpute 3 which required a 
general Defenſe of the Methodiſts, wvhich at firſt he undertook, but 
in this Letter, after a few idle Cawvils, is obliged to drop. 
8 Fonmon Caſtle, Auguſt, 24, 1758. 
REVREND SKK or „ 
I. I N the Preface to your Sermon lately printed, you men- 
IX tion your having received my former Letter, and add, 
That if the Proofs you have now brought do not ſatisfy me as 
to the Validity of your former Aſſertions: If I am not yer conviny 
ced, that ſuch Poſitions are held, by People who paſs under the 
Denomination of Methodifts, and will fignify this by a private 
Letter, I ſhall have a more particular PR an; 1 defire to live 
peaceably with all Men; and ſhould therefore wiſh for no more, 
an a private Anſwer to a private Letter, did the Affair lie be- 


tween you and me. But this is not the Caſe : Von have already. 


appealed, to the Archbiſhop, the Univerſity, the Nation. Before 

| theſe Judges you have advanced a Charge of the higheſt Kind, 
not only again me, but a whole Body of People. Before theſe I 

therefore muſt either confeſs the Charge, or give in my Anſwer. 


Dr. FREE's Comment upon the Revd. 
Mr. WES LE X 2d Letter addreſſed to 
ö Mr. Weſley. ps, EST 
KEVEREND Sik, 
 EFAving in the Courſe of this Diſpute, in 
great Meaſure exhauſted my Stock of 
Compliments, and being unwillingto offer you 


a few 


” — "ſt 
ho 
0 
— 2 8 
* ——— — 
e 
* PID 


= 
Shame 


„ 
— * K Ned 2 * 


r 


— 2 ů — — a 


« en. af — — 2 222 2 
ERECT DDS a 

LI > 1% — BY — — — 

— 3 — — _— I 


r 
10 
4 $a 
— * 


* 
\ 


. Weſley's Secdnd Letter. 
2. But you ſay, I charge Blaſphemy, Impiety, &c. upon _ 
tze Profeſiion of Methodiſe . 1 uſe — — c 
' fleQtions upon you, or any Invective againſt you, but in the Cha- 
racer of a Methodift.” That is, you firſt ſay, . All Methodifts are 
Pickpockets, Rebels, Blaſphemers, Atheiſts :? And then add. I 
uſe no Reflections upon you, but in the Character of a Methodift.** 
But in the Character of a Pickpocket, Blaſphemer; Atheiſt.” 
Nene but? What can you do more? 3 


Dr. Free's Comment, Sc. 
© few Plhawers, unleſs I had found Materials 
ſufficient for a compleat Neſegay, IJ have omit- 
ted, for this Time the ſweet Savour of a DE- 
. DICATION, and ſubſtituted in it's ſtead, a ſhort. 
but uſeful Entertainment, which I call my Pro- 
Jegomena. I addreſs it indeed to the Reader; 
but under the Roſe, as it contains, what I take to 
be a true State of the Controverſy, it may keep 
us from Rambling, and be of ſome Service to ” 
Du and Me, as we ſhall- find; perhaps if we 
have Recourſe to it upon ſome particular Oc- 
caſions. „ te 3 
For Inſtance now, in your it Letter you 
fay, all that you concern yourſelf about is my 
& fe vehement Aſertions with Regard to the 
e People called Method:/ts".,—and yet. in your 
ſecond you affirm that—* if a thouſand Sets of 
Men, © paſs under that Denomination, they are 
«* nothing to you.— © You are no way con- 
cerned for their Principles or Practice.” Sc. 
If you apply to the Prolegomena, I believe 
vou will fee that this is changing the Contro- 
verſy; and that you are ſome how or other 
got on the wrong Side of the Poſt. And there- 
fore would it not have been bees, to 
. | 3 ave 


TT. OE OI SE TR 


J 
„ 


. 
4 


Dy. Free's Comment, &c. — 1 17 
have followed my Advice, and given me 
your Opinion, or Recantation in Private, than 
thus to have ſummoned, as you declare you do, 
the Archbiſhop, the Univer fity nay the whole Na- 
tion together, to hear you contradict yourſelf? | 


From this Thort. View of a Scheme ſo ill laid 


and ſo conrradictor ), it becomes very difficult to 
underſtand your Exordium, which in.the Na- 


ture of the Thing, ſhould have given us a clear 


and diſtinct Idea of what you propoſed to 
maintain, and the Manner, wherein you in- 
tended to N up your Defence. 
© << Beforgftheſe. Judges. You tell me (that 
is before the Archbiſhop, the Univerſity and 
the N ation) © that I have advanced a Charge 
of the higheſt Kind not only againſt you, but 
againſt an whole Body of People, G c. 
The Charge; Sir, how high and of what Kind 
ſoever has been and may be again, and again 
made good, if you think it prudent ever again 
to require it: but obſetve Sir, that you may 
e up in yourDelufions, and think 
at no body ſees you becauſe you ſee nothing 


uſe it, appears to have a double Meaning. 

All the Charge that I know of againſt you 
in particular is that of being the Father of the 
Methodiſts: And can you difown the Title here, 


— r 2 
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' yourſelf, that the Word es, as you here 


— 


when in your #; Pampblet called the Character 
of A Merbodiſt, you take to the Thing ſo cor- 
a We yl otherwiſe” hah. in” Mis 
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18 Dr. Free's Comment, &c. . 
Capacity, where yourNameis not mentioned, the 


Charge is not yeah you in particular, but the 
Sect in general, all who bear the Name, and 
come within the Defimition, which, to fix their 


Character, I gave of the Methodiſts, in the 
Preface to my Sermon. 


This then being premiſed about the Charge, - 
| let us hear how: ou proceed in the Defence. — ; 


« Before theſe,” you fay (that is the Au- 

dience, which in your Imagination attend you, 

the Arcbbiſbop, the Univerfity, the Nation, 

Du Vacuo Sele er Plauf: cro, 3 
Vou muſt either confels the Me, or give 

in your: Anſwer”. It may 5 necef ay there- 


fore to aſk you which Charge you - mean, "the 


Charge againſt. yourſelf 1 in particular, or 75 
Charge againſt the Methodiſts in general; 
likewiſe what you would underſtand by 0 
Anfwer, whether an Anſwer for nurſe V or an 
Anſwer for them. 

For after much dhuffling and caſting 3 


25 edients, it is plain at laſt, that I aa | 


arge againſt them, and give in th 


I ſhall not concern myſelf with any 


in the Appendix. but what relates to mein 


& particular very well! 


This ſhort. Enquiry then being OY to 


know. more preciſely what you. would he at, 


namely that you no longer anſwer for the Me- 
9 in general, but only for vel, or thoſe 
a 


rtnerſhip with yourſelf : Let us now try 


the dle upon this Iſſue, and hear how vou 
begin your Apology, why truly not by — | 


" 8897 ii. Verſe 4. of this Edition. 


— 


F = 9 for yourfelf. For Jour fay*. (Cha api i 
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upon Mr. Weſley's Second Letter. 19 
your own Oßinions, but by a Method the moſt 
remote from your Purpoſe in the World. 
By running foul of my Writings and making a 
Blundering or baſe Miſquotation from thence 
_ where the Subject. affords not any Thing for 
your Vindication, and has no Manner of Rela- 
tion in particular to yourſelf, the whole Paſſage 
referring very clearly to the Caſe of Mr. Ven. 
For the Reader's Satisfaction I will produce 
thevery Words“ What! have ſaid of ſcandalous 
«© Oppoſition to the Church of England — Blaſ- 
% phemy, Impiety, &c. is charged upon the 
« Prefeſfion of Methodiſm in general, I uſe no 
* perſonal Reflections upon Mr. Y— nor 
« any Invective againſt him, but in the Cha- 
* of a Methodr/t”. Theſe are my Words con- 
fined and limited as well by the Initial Letter 

of his Name, as by the Senſe and Argument, 
the Individual Mr. Ven. And yet you 
repreſent it to the Reader as tho I had ſaid 
in this Paſſage, that I uſe no perſonal Re- 
e flections upon Y. /—Pray, Sir, how comes 
it about that you ſo ſuddenly. take the Shape 
of Mr. Ven, or that Mr. Ven ſo ſuddenly takes the 
Shape of Mr. Veſley? This untimely Appearance 
of two Sefias upon the Stage at once, has diſco- 
vered too much of the Plot, and at the ſame 
Time ſo puzled the Action, that it is impoſſible 
for the Audience, (and conſider whom, you re- 
preſent that Audience to be) to know which is 
performing his Part, unleſs you leave them 


A 


4 


# Preface to the Sermon before che Univerſity of Oxfard. p. iv. 
'*- * new Edit. | | 
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20 Dr. Free's Comment, Sc. 


Hors Mark, whereby to diſtinguiſh for the fu- 


ture yourſelf "Om your f other ſelf. 
Arte, adepol, guum illum contempls, & For- 


mam cognoſco tuam; 
NT in Speculum inp?» nimis 
fmilis eft Tut. 5 


Upon the whole, this was a capital Miſtake. 
The Srixrr of Deception played you a Trick 
here, Sir, to diſcover to us, or leave us ſo much 
Room to ſuſpect, that you had ſuch a notable 
Cvacdſiutor as Mr. Wen, and that you were forced 
lay your inspired Noddles together and club for 
ſuch a Production as this, and then as in moſt 

Promiſcuous Generations, be puzled yourſelves 
or puzle the World, to know which was mo 
vo Father. 

Verſe 2. As to the Offence you take at my 
<allins Mr. Ven, or You, a Methodiſt, (for at 
-preſent we cannot tell which is which,) and 
aſking me what I could do more? I think by your 
on Acount, that I could do more, and that 80 
Matter does not deſerve ſo much of your Re- 
ſentment as it might, if Things were aggravated. 

For if the Merbodiſis have been branded 
-with all the ignominous Names, you here repeat, 
ſuch as Pi ck-pockets, Rebels, Blaſphemers, 
" Atheiſts, J certainly-uſe Him or You with the 
greater Civility, if in the Room of theſe I give 
you the gentler Appellation. For I would by 


no means preſs you with the Name of Pic. 


| PT, - as 1 have a Suſpicion, that it would , 
Fr... "7 > av OE 


* 


upon Mr. Weſley s Second Letter 21 
cauſe Offence; it not being clear to me, that 


you have any vilible Way of gerting Money, that 
the Law allows ; may I aſk you? Are you 


within the AcT of Tweration? I do not dwell 


upon this: Neither have I Time to examine 


Mr. Whitfield's Accounts, or to enquire whether 


the Orphan-houſe.in Georgia be now made the 
private PRoPERTY of a particular Perſon? Or 
whether the Fools-pence that were gathered in 
the Fields, under the Pretext of ſerving that 
Charity, were intended by the Donors to be con- 
vertec Into private PROPERTY, any more than 
the Situation and Materials of ſome large Ja- 
Bernacles here at home? The Perſons, who have 
been concerned this Way are thoſe, to whom 
ſuch Inquiſition properly belongs. In my Ser- 
mon before the Unzverfity of OxroRD, I o 

laid down Rur xs for the Diſcovery of falie 


Prophets, which Rules I left to other People to 
apply as they ſaw Occaſion: For I am not of 


the Grand Jury, nor bound to prepare the In- 


| dictments, or find the Bills. 


For my Part, I am very ſorry you introduced 
the Word Pick-pocket, for I do not remember, 


that in al] our Correſpondence, I ever honoured 
you with ſuch a Name. I muſt aſk you one 


Queſtion too, about the Word Rebel. — I have 


complained indeed of the Principles of the Me. 
thod: 2 as dangerous to any-STATE, and parti- 5 


cularly our own Conſtitution, but where did I 
ever expreſſy call a Methodiſt a Rebel? I am 


afraid this is another of the diene Liberties 


which you make no Scruple to take in altering 


my Words d Phraſes --- A REBEL is a 


Tale, 
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=_. Mr. Weſley's Second Letter. 
3. But this, you ſay, is the Pradice of all honeft Men, and a 
Part of the Liberty wuherewith Chriſt bath made you free. Nay 
ſurely there are ſome honeſt Men, who ſcruple uſing their Op- 
ponents in this Manner. At leaſt, I do: Suppoſe you was an 
Atheiſt, I would not bring againſt you @ railing Accuſation. I 
would ftill endeavour to treat you with Gentleneſs and Metkneſs, 
and thus to few the Sincerity of my Faith. I leave to you. that 
exquiſite Bitterneſs of Spirit, and extreme Virulence of Lan- 
| Bunge, which you ſay is your Duty, and term Zeal. And cer- 
inly Zeal, Ferver, Heat, it is. But is this Heat from Above? 
—1 21 Offspring of Heaven? Or a Smoke from che Bottomleſs 
Traitor, who appears in Arms. never yet 
laid ſuch a Thing as this to the Charge of the 
Methodi/ts. They never, that I know of, ap- 
rech in Arms; though if the Government 
have not a watchful Eye upon them, as their 
Turbulence and Numbers go on to increaſe, it is not 
fo unlikely but they may: If there ſhould hap- 
pen to be a Confuſion in the State, what fo 
probable a Courſe, for a forreign Enemy to 
take, as to gain over; or if an rvaſion ſucceede, 
command their Leaders to join their Party? 
A s to their Behaviour in other Ręſpects, I 
have allowed you already, that ſome People 
may be better, than'their Principles would in- 
cline us to think of them; and that is all the Con- 
cejionT can make, for I muſt ſtill contend, that by 
their Principles, thoſe Fergie are capable of - 
doing any Thing, who pro efs, as ſome of the 
Merbodiſis in their Writings. do, to make no 
Diſtinction between Good and Evil, and rail at 
the common People in their Harangues for 
fill regarding, what they call their nge fink 
| | i P 
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Dr. Free's Comment, GS. 2 3 


ing good Works, ſo mean is their Opinion of 
moral Virtue. 

, Verſe 3. Sir, of your Letter diſcovers in 
the Beginning how honeſt you are in making 
Extracts from the Writings of your Opponents 
and obliges me in Juſtice to the Reader, and 
myſelf to produce at Length the Paſſage, you 
have thus perverted in the Preface to my Ser- 
mon, my Words are theſe. But if all this 

be true why ſhould it not be ſaid the Scrip- 

e ture declares (Gal. iv. 18.) that it is our 

Duty to be zealouſly affected in à good Thing 

and can there be any thing better than the 

“ Cauſe of God? Where this is concerned. I 

am not to regard the Perſons of Men, or 
treat with Gentleneſs, Meekneſs, " Mildueſe 
Thoſe, who with the Face of 2 are 
c doing the Work of Atheiſts, but I am rather 
to ſhew the Sincerity of my Faith, by what, 
they are pleaſed to conſider as it's Reproach, 
the Heartineſs of the Zeal, wherewith I op- 

* poſe them. This will lay me under a Ne- 

« ceſſity of uſing ſuch Wards, whether they 
| ub agreeab ble or not, as by the common 

: . Conſent of Mankind belong. to ſuch and ſuch 

« Perſons, or ſuch and ſuch * Things, which is 

the Practice of all honeſt Men, and which, 
as they found occaſion, was the Prafiice 
ah” © of Chriſt and his Apoſtles,” & % 

As for your profeſſed Civility to Atbeiſts l 
think you may be aſhamed of it: For in my 

Opinion a Government would be ſcandalous - 
both before God and Man, that ſhoyld ſuffer 
| them to propagate their Opinions, or treat them, 
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24 V. Welle) Sond Litter 


. 4. 0 88, hence is that Zeal which makes you talk in ſuck 
a Manner to his Grace of Canterbury ? 1 lay before you the Dij- 
Fofttion of an Enemy who threaten aur Church wwith.a general Al- 
teration or total — : : Who interrupt us as wwe walk the 


Streets, (Whom e When? Where?)- in that very Dreſs, aubich dif 
timguifpes 25-45"Servants of the State, (Atogether Servants of the 
State?) in the noww ſad Capacity of Miniſters of the falling Church 
of I Such being the proſtrate, miferable Condition of the 
age end ſacl the triumphant State of irs Enemies, none of the 

Engliſh Prieſthood can expe better Security or langer Continuance 
than the reft. They all ful at Mercy ow Grace and thoſe of 

| gour Order bill fare no 3 than 00 of our own. Sir, are you 

in earneſt ? ian real re Point of ben 


blown vp * * fu 


2 


* Free! s — Sr. | 


if "Rp Ace werel themſelves, with Gmtlenſs, 
or MeeFneſs. And as for that exquiſite Bitter. | 
neſs of Spirit and extreme Virulence of Lee 5 
which 1 0 have the ' Modeſty to fay, I 2 
my Duty; 1 muſt tell you, fince you wil — 
apprehend,: that theſe Phraſes are none of 
mine, but the impudent Imputation of Jour 
own 29 
Verſe 4. My Zeal (fince you alk me ee 
it is) which impelled me fo earneſtly to ad- 
ares his GrAacr ef Canterbury, proceeds from 
my Concern for the Church of Ex GLAN ov. 
I ſee it Aſerted by ſome People at the Helm, 
who, if they) were Conſiitutioniſis, would think 
themſelves in Duty bound to preſerve the Po- 
litical Syſtem of ENGLAND, of which the 
Church and Clergy are a Part: The Violation 
of theſe is a Violation of the Conſtitution. : 
and therefore I put them in Mind, that in this 
Department, we are the LEGAL Servants o, the 


State, and as 9 ought not to be mjured, \ 
— g | ſenſible 


RÄ 
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upon Mr. Weſley s Second Letter. | 25 


fenfible though, at the the fame Time, tha 


we ſuſtain a much higher Character, namely 
that of the Embaſſadors of Jeſus Chriſt; but 
to what Purpoſe would it be to mention ſuch 


a Circumſtance. to People, whoſe Behaviour 
affords you the ſtrongeſt Reaſon to ſuſpect how 


little they regard him. As for the Miniſters of 


State in England, is not long ago ſince ſome 
of them were taxed with a /range Inclination L 


to the“ Jews. 

Others have the Credit of being Authors 
of a. very extraordinay + Law, which compells 
the Clergy without thesr Conſent, firſt obtained 
(their being no Convocation then ſitting) to per- 
form a certain Office at the Hazard of their 


Lives and Liberties; which is a kind of Treat- 
ment very unchriſtian: Others again, Whmo 
have borne high Offices and been Secretaries 


of STATE have been open Patrons of Infidelity. 
The religious Principles therefore of theſe 


People being unſettled and unknown, (as yours 


may be) it would be idle to apply to them in 


ſuch their uncertain Character, but as they 
always profeſs to be Servants of the Conſtitution, 


and of his Majeſly King GeokGE ; I there- 


fore appeal to _ in what they profeſs; de- 


firing them to be conſiſtent with their RF ion; 


being aſſured, that they will hurt his Majeſty 
very much, if they appear to uſe his Authority, 
to hurt the Church of ENGLAND, 
The Inſults offered to the TEE, Clergy in 


#42. The Jew Bill. * t Marriage- 4. a Balingbrate. 
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26 Dr. Free's Comment, &c. 
every Place, where the Methodiſts have been 
permitted to encreaſe, have been for ſome 
Years paſt ſo notorious, that every one, who 
reſides in ſuch Places, muſt wonder at your 
want of Modeſty in making theſe Things a 
Queſtion. I am perſuaded that you yourſelf 
are not a Stranger to the — whom? when ? 
" awhere? as you term it. You are well ac- 
quainted with Briſiol. Did you never hear, 
that Dr. Tucker now Dean of Glouceſter, when 
it was his Fortune to be engaged with the 
Methodiſts, as it is now mine, gave this Ac- 
count of their Behaviour? ; | 
Some of Mr. Whitfeld's Followers have 
* 7nfulted and reviled me in paſſing along the 
&« Streets, and declared, that they looked up- 
t on me as the Enemy of Gor, and his Reli- 
gion. This was owing to Mr. Whitfeld's 
© pointing at me ſo often in his Prayers, and 
&* deſcribing me in his Harangues to the 
« People, &c.” See more of this in the Lon- 
don Magazine. For JuLy 1739. Pag. 341. 
Of ſuch Abuſes offered to the Clergy in 
. theſe Parts, as well as Briſſol, there have been 
Inſtances too many to be here recited, for they 
would fill a Volume of themſelves. Nay, the 
Outrages are ſometimes ſo exceſſive as to be at- 
_ tended not only with great Danger to the Per- | 
fon who is the Object of their Fury, but alſo 
with ſuch an inſolent Breach of the Peace as ſhews 
that in their religious Phrenzy, theſe People ſet 
the Laus and Magi ſtrates themſelves at Defiance. 
We ſee this in the Caſe of the Reyd. Mr. 


upon Mr. Welley's s Second Dar, 2 * 


A ho after Preaching at St. Olave s was 


not only inſulted in the Church, but purſued 
by theſe People on the Lord's Day, like fo 
many Hell- hounds quite over London Bridge. 
What their Behaviour was to me at Bermond- 
fey Church is related in the Remonſtrance to 
the Biſhop of Wincheſter perfixed to my SpEECH 
to the London Clergy. And beſides the Riot 
then committed by their collective Body; they 
have often met me ſingly ſince, threatening 
me with the Conſequences of giving Oppoſition 
to their Cauſe, and ſignifying amongſt other 
Things, that they had it in their Power to 
hurt the Income of my Le&ureſhip at Newington, 
and that I muſt expect to feel their Power and 
Vußuence in that Quarter. 

Was it a Wonder, Sir, that in Times. ke 
theſe I ſhould fay, that the Clergy © ſubfiſt at 
„Mercy“ or tell his GRacx, © that in a 

general Defection of the People his Grace, 
« and thoſe of the Epiſcopal Order, would 
fare no better than curſelves. You aſk me 
indeed upon this very 7riumpbantly.— © Sir, 
are you in earneſt? Do you think that 
% Lambeth is on the Point of being blown 
up. — Since you will have it then, let me 
tell you, Sir, that this Seer carries with it an Air 
of Confidence and Complacencyz which had bet- 


ter been concealed. For it diſcovers your in- 


ward Aſſurance of - Succeſs, which however 


covered upon ſome Occaſions, is at other 
Times pulifhed in a very particular Manner. 


You may oor, that we ſometimes ſee the 
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28 Dr. Free's Comment, Sc. 
Pobhck News Papers, which are continually 
made the Trumpeters of the Succeſs of your 
Party, and the Increaſe of your Power and 

raw. 
_ "When one of your Saints departed, the Ga- 
2etteer of Wedneſday Jan. 17 59. Informed us, 
« from Aber gavenny, that a Gentlewoman of that 
* Place to teſtify her Regard for the Memory 
« of the late Worthy, the Reverend Mr. James 
« Hervey, went into Mourning, though no 
Ways related to him.” — From Mr. Whit- 
felt s great Booth, we had a pompous Article 
on e the 20th of October, 1759, in the St. 
| Janes s Evening Poſt. © 

How that the Day before © the Reverend 
Mr. Whitfield preached three Thankſgiving 
«Sermons, two'in the Morning at the Taber- 
ce zacle, and one at his Chapel at Toftenbam 
% Court, to numerous Audiences of Perſons of 
te DiftinCtion.” By which it appears that being 
ait hout Law, he did not think it Decency to 
Wait till his Ma jrs Ty appointed the Day of 

Tankſgiving; but pert, forward, an Enibu- 
_ thufiaſtick ſounds his own Trumpet, ſets up his 


cen Standard, and is attended in his Irregula- 


_rities by numerous Audiences of Perſons of 
Diſtinction: Though if there be ſuch a 
Number of them, it may be ſome Importance 
to the People of England to know who theſe 
Perſons of Diſtinction were.—But to return 
Mr. F/— is not ſingular in this Practice. There 
is ſomething of the fame Magnificence in your- 
nm When your GRACE. leaves your Caftle 

of 


pon Mr. Welley s Second Letter. 29 


of * Mock-fun-man i in Ireland, to return to Eu- 
gland, it is given out as an Event as conkderable 


as the Return of a Lord Lieutenant. 


And when the other Mock- Archbiſhop, Mr. 


| Whitfield returns from his Viſitation in Scotland, 
he publiſhes it more than once. The Daily 


Advertiſer of Friday October, 27, 1758, * 
this Paragraph. <© For this Month paſt, 


e preaching twice a Day to very large Audi- 
< tories, in various Parts of Torzſtire, Lanca- 
* ſhire, and Staffordſhire, and is expected in 
e Town this Week.” —And again Saturday, 


.Oftober, 28. On Thurſday Evening the 
Reverend Mr. Whitfield came to Town from 
Scotland, and the North of England, and we 


<« hear, preaches To-morrow at Tottenham 
* Court Chapel, and the Tabernacle in Moor fields.” 
— hat is, in plain Engliſb, giving us to un- 
derſtand, that in all theſe Counties or Places, he 
had been ſeducing many of his MA HS v's 
poor Subjefts from their proper Paſtors, and 


(which is the Conſequence of their Revolt) 
| leafing them in a State of Cabal and Ferment. 


Theſe, are the Proceedings, which in my 
Opinion threaten the Church of EnGLanD, 


in which Caſe, I apprehend his Grace, and thoſe 


af his Order, would be in ſome Danger, as well 
as the inferior Clergy, in this C72/is though, it 
ſeems you have your Eye upon the Palace at 
LamBeTE, which I had never mentioned: but 


This Letter o Mr. We 2 s is dated from Fun- mon Caſſle- 
however, 


< hear, the Reverend Mr. Wh:tfield has 1 5 


- 


with a general Alteration, or total Sub-verſion, 


— —ͤ——w— ̃ — — — rs 
* ; 


make but an odd * in a Theological 


go Mr. Weſley's Second Letter. 
5. You go on. Jr the remote esl. of England, I haws feen 


a whole Troop of theſe Divines on Horſeback, trav elling with each 
& Sifter behind him. O Sir, what ſhould be great, you turn to 
Farce.” Have you forgot, that the Church and Nation are on 
the brink of Ruin ?. But pray when and where did you ſee this? 


In what Year? Or in what Country? I cannot but fear, you 


take this Story on truſt : "For lach a Sight, 1 will be bold to ſay, 
was never ſeen. | 


Dr. Free' 8 Comment, Sc. 


however, as you aſk me whether I think it on 


the Point of being 4/own up. I anſwer very ſeri- 
ouſly, that I — when he has got Poſſeſſion of 


it, Joun by Divine Providence, will take Care 


of THAT. 


Verſe 5. You ſay, O Sir, what ſhould be 


<< great, you turn to Farce. By the Commas 
about this Sentence; I ſaw that it was meant as 


à Quotation, and had Reference to ſome Author, 


but I could not preſently recollect from which 


of our Engliſb Divines you gathered it, at 


Length I was informed that it belonged to 
a Poem of Mr. Priors, called the Ladle, and 


chat che Couplet of Verſes ſtood thus. 


What ſhould be great, you turn to Farce. 
I would the LADLE in your 


This Ladle Sir, which you kept in Pic, 
conſidering how the Author has placed it, will 


Treatiſe, It is really ſurprizing to fee how 
Dackors differ; ſome f them, as I have heard 


have written de Virginibus velandis, and others 


it ſeems de nudandis Vetulis. But did you 
really take your — from the Paſſage 


above- 


mm, am} Af ft AH}, {9, 
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Dr. Free's Comment, &c, on 
abovementioned? If ſo, it is a Farce indeed. 
But it is a Farce of your own making, and 
wherein you are likely to be the principal 
AcToR. Let any one conceive the Apoſtolical 

Mr. Jon WesLEY. How old are you t— : 
Well, ſuch a one as Weſley, (3 rewfirm) the aged, 
with the ſame demure Countenance, that you 
wear in your new Picture, where your are re- 
preſented as a Firebrand: — (Who bid you 
call yourſelf a Firebrand?) I ſay with the 
ſame demure Countenance fixed in deep Con- 
templation upon ſuch an O6je& as is here re- 
preſented, — (quod Ego nunquam vidi, neque 
velim) and I defy Mr. Hogarth with all his 
Humour to entertain us with a Scene, which 
ſhall have more of the high Ripicurovs. 
But, Sir, your Merriment, though at your 
ovn Expence muſt not divert me from my 
ſerious Purpoſe. I look upon the Times to be 
dangerous, and feditious, when a Parcel of 
fanatical People, Men and Women-preachers - 
ſhall thus travel the Country diſturbing the 
Majeſty's poorer Subjects, and giving them ill 
Impreſſions againſt the National Religion, as 
it is taught by their regular Miniſters. | 
If the fame Liberty was allowed to a Troop 
of Pop1/h Prieſts, the Country, and that juſtly, 
would be up in Arms about it; and therefore 
_ I ſee no Reaſon, why People, who wiſh well 
to the Conſtitution, ſhould ſo quietly behold. 
the Increaſe, and turbulent Proceedings of the 
+ Methodiſts. Since their Enthufaſm is in many 
Reſpects ſmilar, in other Reſpects worſe than 
PoPERY, and as capable of being heated to at- 
8 tempt 
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. * Mr. Stinſra on | Fanaticiſm "He 44. heed by Mr. Riurus. 


32 Dr. Free's Coniment, Gt. 

tempt any Revolution in the STATE. In ſup= 
port of this Aﬀertion I appeal to the Obſerva- 
tion of a worthy Dutch Clergyman, who 


though, what we call a Diſſenter or Preſby- 


terian, yet being a truly ſenſible * Man and 
alarmed at the Growth of theſe People abroad: 
(For all Religions ought to be aware of them) 
ſpeaks forth the Words of Truth and Soberneſs 


upon this Occaſion. © When Fanaticiſm” ſays 


he, © has got the upper Hand, and works 


with all it's Forces, it is not only able to cor- 


(c 


rupt RELIGION, but to overthrow civil So- 
<& czety. The Spirit, which animates it, is too 


eminent. too divine, to ſubject itſelf to any 


& human Power: On the Contrary, all muſt 
« buckle to, and obey. it's Orders. A Fanatick 
in his Dreams, often ſees an earthly King- 
\ dom, where the Faithful are to exerciſe an 

abſolute Power over the WorLD. Now if 


_ © he is ſupported by a powerful Party, why 


<- ſhould he not ike it into his Head that 


the Trme is come?” The Author proceeds 


farther and for the Conviction of his Brethren 


bids them caſt their Eyes upon the Impieties 
- 1 Exceſſes committed at e of which 
the Reader may fee more in my + Remarks up- 


on the mraculous Letter read in the Pulpit by 
Mr., ores. When I behold Things amar to 
theſe in England, we may begin to be afraid 


1 the like Conſequences. And as you affect 
to doubt, 8 of the Truth of ſome Fats 


_— 


___ 


— 


t Remarks on Mr. Jones s Letter. p. 54, to 59. 
here 


1 
p 


Mr. Weſley's Second Letter. 33 
6. With an eaſy Familiarity you add, My Lord: permit me here 
bp whiſper a Word (Is not this Whiſpering in Prius ſomething new?) 


that may be worth remembering. our Memory ſome of tle 
Prieſthood hawe not proved ſo good Subjects as might have been ex 


 Feftea, till they have been bought over with Preferments, that 
were due to other People. Meaning, I . to yourſelf. 
Surely his Grace will remember this, which is ſo well avorth re- 


 membring, and diſpoſe: of the next Preferment in this Gift, where 


it is ſo juſtly due. If he does not, if he forgets either this, or 
your other Directions, you tell him frankly what will be the 


_ Conſequence. We muſt apply to Parliament: P. 6. Or to js Ma- 


jeſty. And indeed how can you avoid it? For i# will be ufing 
hi, you think, extremely ill, aof to give him proper Information, 


that there are now a Set of People, AY ſych Ine to his 
- Crown and GOVERNMENT, CY 5, 


Dr. Fr ree's Comment, Se. 


Jeſt, by aſking when? where? in what Year, 


and 555 ——— I ſaw this Cavalcade of Men 
and Women Preachers? I will anſwer particu- 


larly. The Tear was 17 53, the Day of the 


Mouth, Oeger 8th or 9th, the Places Name 


was Giſburn in the County of York: The 


Mercury, or chief Speaker of this Company of . 
| Deaconeſſes and travelling Apoſtles, was a Man 


who: had loſt an Arm, I don't ſay where he had 
loſt it, but perhaps by this Deſeriptigns. you 


may know him. 


In Verſe G. Yau think, that you obſerve an 
« eaſy Familiarity” in my faying to the Arch- 


biſhop, ©< My Lord permit me, &c. Sir, the 

Mord permit, has been uſed here in England to 
\ a crowned Head, and ſure that is good enough - 
for an Arcbb; . which is good enough for a 
Kids. | 


| Where then is the Familiarity? If I aſk ee. 
* | font 


\ 


| here related. and attempt to turn them to a 


Ts Dir. Free's Comment, &c. 

miſſion to approach ; ; it implies, that I find my 
Self at a Diſtance: And how a Man can be „a- 
miliar, that keeps his Diſtance, I profeſs I can- 
not diſcern : You may be aſſiſted by a Jealouſy, | 
which-may enable you to ſee Things in another 
| Light : I am not acquainted with your Con- 
_ nexions Sir, ſo leaving this Subject, let us ex- 


amine your Whiſpering in lars which you 


obſerve to be ſomething new. Something 
new I believe it is: For I never heard 1 
before. But I know it to be ao new Thing; 
to ſee that in Print, which a Man, at ſome 
Time or other, may have agſred to ꝛubiſper. 
And therefore to this Chaf of Wir, let us apply 
the Burning-glaſs of REASO¹r, and you ſhall | 
ſee it ſmoak, and vaniſh in a Moment. 
Where have I ever faid © My Lord permit 
« me to whiſper” in Print? You perceive now, 
I ſuppoſe, that this is your Hafer polation; and 
that the Novelty and Nonſenſe are likewiſe all 
your own. | But how camè you to father your 
Abſurdities upon me; when at the End of 


' your Letter you ſay, that you are my Servant 


for Chriſt's Sake ? If this be the Way, you ſerve 
me for Chriſt's Sale: your Chriſtian Religion 

1s very odd ge: 31 deſire no ſuch n, 5 
Service. ‚ 

As. for my next Words, ſince you are not fo 
juſt, as to give them either a fair Quotation, or 
candid Conſtruction, 1 muſt tell you, that by Pre- 
Jerments due to ather People, I meant other People 
befide: myſelf, who are neglected to this very 
Day. I do allow however, "that in Cenfideta- 
tion of my Father's Sufferings in the Time of 


apes Me. Weſley's s Sceond Wa | 35 


k. Groker the f: And becauſe in the late 
Rebellion, I fo ſtrenuouſly took the Part of his 
preſent Maj Es r vV, ſupported his Cauſe, defen- : 
ded his Government, and made out his Pedi- ; 
gree and Title to the Crown, better than all his 
then Miniſters of State, when put together; (for 
which I was at that Time no more conſidered vy 
notwithſtanding the Importance of the Service, 
than I have been now for writing for the 
Church of England), I did expect after all, that 
Il ſhould have ſome Preferment at ſome Nn ot 83 0 
_ © other : But Thomas Holles, Duke of Newcaſtle, 
I believe was then Secetary of STATE; and 
Pbilip now called Ear! Hardwick was then 
Lord Chanceller. They ſay, that they went at 
that Time, to reſign together: But I believe 
they did not, and I am ſenfible as well as Mr. 
- Pit and the'Nation, that they are in Power 
- flill, which I take to be the true Reaſon why 
I have been ſo long neglected and oppreſſed, 
and that one of your Sort ſhould have it now. 
in your Power to play the Jeſuit, and laughat me 
for having thus miſapplied my Time and La- 
Sour in defending the preſent Kine, and the 
_ preſent Church-ESTABLISHMENT. I am o- 
bliged to you to be ſure for opening my Eyes a- 
 hitthe, 1 ſuppoſe you meant among other Things, 
that it ſhould fave me. for the future ſome ex- 
pence in Paper and Print, and teach me to re- 
ſolve with Homer's Soldier, FS 
ben bleeding Gserer again Fe: 
Shall call ACHILLES, * . all call in Vain... 
ll. 
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36 Dr. Free's Comment, &c. 


So let it paſs: But as Matters ſeem to reſt 
with theſe Laymen, I do not think it was right 
in you to draw his Grace of Canterbury into 


vour Conumdrum; and reflect upon him. For 


the World will be apt enough to do that, with-⸗ 


out your Aſſiſtance, if there be Occaſion. And 
therefore I think it would have became you 


better to have ſpared your Reflections and ſtuck 


to your Argument: For by introducing this 
Epiſede you have fo far forgot yourfelf that 1 


ſhall (hp youot a ſhocking Falſhood in the 
next Sentence; where you ſay, that 1 
« frankly tell the Archbiſhop, if he forgets 


*« to diſpoſe of the next Preferment in 618 
© Gift, where it is ſo juſtly due, wwe muft apply 
* 70 Parliament. The Words in my Dedica- 
tion, Sir, have clearly another meaning; I 


ſuppoſe you will be aſhamed. to ſee that they 


are only theſe 1+ | 
„My Loxv, an honeſt Gio Mind muſt be 


ci . at theſe infernal Devices, theſe 


cc 


ſtrange IpoLs of a new JESUS, and a neu 


« FaiTn., If ſuch wild Notions were propa- 


gated only i in our high: Ways and Hedges, 
e they muſt ſoon be attended with fatal Con- 
o 3 But what ſhall we ſay, if the 
Heatben are come inio cur Inheritance, and 
% have Fermiſſion to occilſiy our very Churches ? 
Would any Earibiy Power, at Mar with a- 
« nother, ſuffer the Enemy to erect their Bat- 


& feries within their Walls? Or truſt them 


Revs Dedication to D. Free's Sermon at Oxford 1 new 1 p. | 
v. and vi. 


IN with 


a Eh Ran 6 » <C 


Mr. Weſley's Second Letter 


as you phraſe it, in the Fields. 


Manner wherein all that was received, was expended. 


. 8. But it is not my Deſign to examine at large, either your 
Dedication, Preface, or Sermon, I have only Leiſure to make a 
few, curſory Remarks on your Definition of the Methodiſts (fo cal- 
led) and on the Account you give of their firit Riſe, of their 

of thoſe 

alone, who began (as you obſerve) at Oæſord. If a thouſand. 
of Men paſs under that Denomination, yet they are 

nothing to me: As they have no Connexion with e, ſo I am 
no Way concerned, to anſwer either for their Principles or 


Principles and Practice: Juſt premiſing, that I ff 


other Sets 


37 
7. However we are not to think, your oppoſing the Methodiſts 
was owing to Self-intergft alone. Tho' what if it was? Was I to 
depart from my Duty, becauſe it happened to be my Intereft ? Did theſe 
Saints ever forbear to preach to the Mob in the Fields for fear leaſt 
they ſhould get the Pence of the Mob? Or da not the Pence and the. 
_ Preaching, go Hand in Hand together? No, they dont: For many 
_ Years neither I nor any connected with me, have got any Pence, 

Indeed, properly ſpeaking, they 
newer did. For the Collections which Mr. JFh:z/ield made, it is 
well known, were not for his own Uſe, either in whole or in 
part. And he has long ago given an Account in Print of the 


Practice: Any more than you are to anſwer for all who Peaſe un- 


der the derer x Church of England-Men. | 


Dr. Free“ 'S Comment, Sc. 


« with the keeping of the Citadel? — We. 
© CANNOT AS PRIESTS OF THE CHURCH "Lp 
9 ENGLAND STAND STILL, AND BEHOLD SUCH 


«<* A PIECE oF TREACHERY AS THIS, 
<« muſt apply to our Commanders, 


* 


We 


If Voux 
1 GRACE, and my Loxps the Bishors have 


not Power ſufficient to afford us Redreſs, — 


« We mult apply to Parliament.” 
different from your. Account. 
Word Preferment? | 


Verſe. 7. The Subſtance of the next K Ve 5 
as the Oda 70:1 required, has been conſidered un- 
der the Word P:c#pocket, which you unfortu- 
nately pu: in my way, Page the 20. of this Com- 
Therefore you and the Reader may 


ment. 


This is very 
Where is the 


conſult that Paſſege if you pleaſe. For I de- 


light 
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. FS Mr. Weſley” s Second Letter.” 


9. The hero you oo of their Riſe is this. | The Metho- 
diſts began at Oxford. The Name wwas firſt given to a few Per- 
Jons, wwho were ſo uncommonly Methodical ,as to. keep a Diary of the 


moſt trivial Actions of their Lives, as how many Slices of Bread 


and Butter they eat, how many Piſhes of Tea they drank, how 


many Country-Dances they danced at their dancing Club, or after 
2 Faſt, how many Pounds of Mutton: they devoured. Fur upon. 


theſe Occaſions they eat like Lions, having made themſelves uncom- 
monly voracious. Of this not one Line is true: For, 1. It was 


from an antient Se& of Phyſicians, whom we were ſuppoſed to 


reſemble in our regular page and Exerciſe, that we were origi- 
nally ſtiled Methoarfts. Not one of us ever kept a Diary of 


| ile moſt trivial Actions of, our Lives. 3. Nor did any of us ever 
| ſet down, what or how much we eat or drank. 4. Our Dancing- 


Cluo never exiſted : I never heard of it before. 5. On our Fafi- 
Days we uſed no Food but Bread; on the Day followin 


ſed as on common Days. 6. Therefore our 2 ep me eat- 


ing * is alſo pure, e; 2 


Dr. Free's Comment, Ge. 


light not in repeating Grievances, and I be- 
lieve it will be quite as agreable to cop to 


have theſe Matters forgot. 


een 


ter, which I have already obſerved, contains a 
Contradiction to the Profeſſion you made in 
in your A. I have only a ſmall Remark to 
offer here upon the Manner of Expreſſion; 3 


you ſay with regard to the other Methodifts, 


that you are no way, concerned to anſwer 


e either for heir Principles or Pratlice, any 


„ more than I am to anſwer for all, 2% paſs 
« under the Denomination of Church of Engl: nd 


%% Men,” I beg your Pardon, Sir, I think our 


Caſe i is ſomewhat different. For in the jir/t 


Place, I never gave Riſe to any of the d:ſor- 
aerly People of the Church of EncrAand. He- 


No cently I never kept them Company : And Third- 
H. I never took apon me fo write in their De- 


_ 


Dr. Free's Comment, &c. 39 
fence, And therefore by Reaſon of theſe Con- 
nex1i0ns you are much more anſwerable for the 
Principles and Practices of the Methodi/:s, than 


I am for the Conduct of the diſorderly People 


of the Church of ENGLAND, with whom I have 
no ſuch; Connexions. 


Notwithſtanding your quibling and prævari- 


3 (in Verſe the 9.) J muſt inſiſt upon it, 
that the Account I give of the Riſe of the Me- 


thodiſts at Oxford is in every Circumſtance very 
true. The Perſon, 200 gave you this Name, 
knew nothing in all Probability of any ſuch _ 


antient Sec of Phyſicians as you mention: 
Nor was there any Similitude between your 


Profeſſion and theirs, that could induce him to 


diſtinguiſh you by that Title. Neither did you 
ever at that Time of the Day pretend to 4 
rive the Origin of your Name from that Occa- 
ſion yourſelves: But having ſince dipped into 
Dr. Frends Hiſtory of Phyſicł and met with 
ſuch a Se& of Phyſicians, you thought it would 
look better if you affected to be their Rela- 


tions, chooſing rather to draw upon you the 


Denomination of Quachs, than that the World 
ſhould remember your being nick-nomed from 
the whimſical Method of keeping a Diary. of all 
your Actions. Which however I know to be 


Fact, having ſeen at that Time a Journal of 
that Sort in the Hands of one of your Diſciples. 
And that the Reader may be convinced of the 


ſame from other Teſtimonies, he will not onl 


ſee the Word Diary in the Dealings cited by the * 
Lord Biſhop of Exeter in his Book entitled the = 
CRE Entbuficf of the A os and hs com- 
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came your Brothe 


0 Mr. Welley's Second FOR 
"Re You go on. "It 9uas not long, before theſe Gentlemen began 


to dogmatize in a publick Manner, "Feeling a firon Inclination to new- 
model al/moft every Circumſtance or Thing in the Syſtem of our Na- 
tional Religion. Juſt as true as the reſt. Theſe Gentlemen were 
ſo far from feeling any Inclination at all, to new-model any Cir- 
cumſtance or Thing, that during cheir whole Stay at Oxf#4, 


they were High-Churchmen in the eo Serſe: Vehemently 


contending for every Circumſtance of Church-Oratr, according 
to the Ola. Model. And in Georgia too, we were ri gorous Ob- 
ſervers of every Rubric and Cannon: As well as (to the beſt of 
our Knowledge) ever Tenet of the Church. Vour Account 
therefore of . Riſe of the MER is a Miſtake from * 


ginning to End. Ok” | 
Dr. Free's t „Gr. 


pared, part a. p. 13 of the ſmall Edition: But 41 
find the Practice wa recommended by Mr. 
Hervey, as a Merbod he had been adviſed to by 
an old Friend (moſt probably yourſelf) in order to 
ſhew People, how often they were amuſed with 
1 ak and therefore the Trifles muſt be re- 
red. And if there be any Difference be- 
tween trivial Actions, and being employed on 
T; rifles, it is ſuch as, I confeſs, I cannot diſcern. 
As for the Dancing-Club at Chrift-Church, how 
make a Poem upon it, i 
it never exiſted?ꝰ And for your Voraciouſneſs, 
J think, it might well be faid, that you eat like 
Liens; if 700 of you could. devour a Leg: of 


* urther "WF lay, Verſ 1 * T bas: theſe 


= Gentlemen were fo far from feeling any In- 


e clination to 7ew-mogel, &c. that during their 
* whole Stay at Oxford, they were High- 


<4 r in the /trongeſt Senſe:” Part of 
this may be true in one of the frong Senſes. 
For otherwiſe one of your firſt Adberents would 

; War have been ready with ſo much N 


1 


o 1 


7 


IOW * Theron and Alpaſin vol. 2. P- 280 


to 


Dr. Free's Comment, &, 41 
to have played the Chaplain to a certain Perſon, 
whom they called h:s Royal Highneſs, at a certain 


Place. This, as you are a true KING GEORGE'SC 


Man, can be no Reflection upon you; but as 


you are talking of od Models, 1 am obliged juſt 


to aſk you, which of the old Models you mean : 
Becauſe I remember, thatthe Gentleman afore- 
faid, at the Time you mention, vehemently 


contended for mixing Water with the Wine in 
the Holy Sacrament, which I ſuppoſe you may 


notthink quite ſo neceſſary now, and am therefore 
perſuaded you will allow me to put you in Mind 


| of this as a new Model, ſince J believe it to be 


none of our SaviouR's Inſtitution ; and to con- 


clude that, inſtead of being a Miſtale, all this is 


” =y * 


true from the Beginning to the End. 


. 
—_— 


CHAP. Il 


ConrenTs, Mr, Wastl zr begins nibling at my Definition; is | 


. geilty of ſcandalous Miſquotations one after another, euhich 


means he gets quite bewildared in his own Miſtakes : drops ihe % 


| * the name of Methodiſt, that they may have no Name/akes; takes. 
it up again, diſtiuguiſhing the Sc into Originals and Non-ori- 


ginals ; excepts againſt the Non-originals, as their Teflimony bears 


apainfl bim, yet when he comes at length io the main Queſſiom abort 
their Principles, witneſſes the ſame Thing againſi himſelf. Talks 
_ wwild of the Monthly Reviewers, Connecling them with one Roger 

Balls a Methodiſt, complains of my Severity, though guilty of ſo 
much Diſboneſiy in miſciting my Works, and then retires in Con- 

fuſion to appear no more. OP | 
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C H A P. | II. 

1 1 proceed to your Definition of them: By the Methodiſts was 

then and is now underſtoad, a Set of Enthuſiaſts who pretend- 
ing to be Members of the Church of England, either offend againft 
the Order and Diſcipline of the Church, or perwent its Dottrines 
relating ta Faith and Works and the Terms of Salvation. 5 

Another grievous Miſtake. For whatever is now, by the Me- 

' thodifts then <was not wnderſfioad, any Set of Enthuſiaſts, or not En- 
thuſiaſts, offending again the Order and Diſcipline of the Church. 
They were tenacious of it to the laſt degree, in every the leaſt 
 Jot and Tittle. Neither were they then underflood of prevert its 
Doctrines, relating to Faith and Works, and the Terms of Salva- 
tion. For they thought and talk'd of all theſe juſt as you do now, 
till ſome of them after their Return from Georgia were perverted 
into different Sentiments, by reading the Book of Homilies. 
Their Perverſion therefore (if ſuch it be) is to be dated from this 
Time. Conſequently, your Definition by no Means agrees with 
the Perſons defined. FEY | : 


Dr. Free's Comment, &c. 9 
In this Chapter you take a moſt unwarrant- 


Able Liberty, in altering and curtailing my De- 


fimition of a Methodiſt, and introducing it as mine 
in that imperfect Form. This you had no 
Right to do, as it was to ſtand or fall by its 
own Meaning; and that remaining entire, and 
not elſe, you were at Liberty to diſpute, if you 
could, what I had eſtabliſhed therein as the 
Marks and Characters, that denote a Merbodiſt. 
This you attempt indeed, but how inſignificant 
your Objections are, you will ſoon diſcern; for 
if you were ſo ſenacious fo d Title at your firſt 
ſetting out of the Order and Diſcipline of the 
Church of England, why did any of you ſo long 


, ago 


\ m 


Mr. Weſley's Second Letter. 43 
2. However, A @Shibboleth to diſtingui/h them at preſents 
ohen they pretend to conceal themſelwes, throw out this or ſuch like 
Propoſition, * Good Works, are nectſſary to Salvation. You might 
have ſpared yourſelf. the Labour of: proving this ? For who is 
there that denies it; Not 1: Not any in Connexion with me: 
So that this $h:bboleeh is juſt good for nothing. 5 


And yet we firmly believe, That a Man 1s juſtified by Faith, 
without the Works of the Law: That to him that worketh not, 


but believeth on him that juſtifieth the Ungodly, his Faith, with- 
out any Good Work proceeding, is counted to him for Righte- 
ouſneſls. We believe — it a little more largely) that we 
are accounted Righteous before Gop. only for the Merit of 
Cbrill: by Faith, and not for our own Works or Deſervings. 
Good Works follow after Juſtification, N of true, 
living Faith. fo that by them living Faith may be as evidently 
known, as a Tree diſcerned by the Fruit. And hence it follows, 
that as the Body without the Soul is dead, fo hat Faith which 
is without Works is dead alſo. This thereſore properly ſpeak- 
ing is not Faith; as a dead Man is not properly a Man 


| Dr. Free's Comment, 1 
ago begin to diſtinguiſh yourſelves by a riotous 


Preaching in the Fields, when it is abſolutely 


forbidden by the Laws of the Land? As to your 
Conceſſion concerning the powerful Change 
that was wrought in /ome of you, by reading the 


Homilies, aſter your Return from Georgia, I want. 


it not in this Argument, having Proof enough 
without it, and for its Merit in another View, 
you have had my Sentiments already in the 
Notes upon your firf# Letter, pag. 39 of my 
Edition, to which I refer the Reader, that I may 
not ſwell this PAMPHLET beyond all Size, by 
needleſs Repetitions. „ 

Verſe 2nd. Notwithſtanding your Remarks 


upon my Shibboleth (Verſe 2.) I fancy, it will 
anſwer the Purpoſe very well, for I find, that 
vou do not care to pronounce it, You ſay indeed, 
that I might have ſpared myſelf the Oe 
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_ Chriſtians are to obſerve the Ceremonies of the 


44% Dr. Free's Comment, Se. 


of proving this PRoPosIT1ON, © that good Works 
* are ablolutely neceſſary to Salvation For 
e whois there denies it? not Du. And yet 
you endeavour to contradict it in the next Para- | 
graph. For otherwiſe, you are guilty of idle 
knaviſh Soph:/try, by introducing the Sentence 
with, and yet; that is, by a Phraſe of Oppoſition, 
where you pretend to mean no Oppolition, to 
which Oppoſition notwithſtanding, what 2 
diately follows, in all Appearance correſponds. 
For — is there cg us now, that thinks 


Jewiſh Law? And therefore, if by the Works of 
the Law, you mean, that a Man is juſtified without = 
the Works of the Law of IE Sus ChRIS TH; you 

affirm, and deny in the ſame; Breath; it being 


2a direct Contradiction to the Propoſition, which 


Juſt before, you faid, I might heve ſpared myſelf 
the Trouble 15 proving, as it bf — 8558 — 
tion to our Saviour's own Declaration, that be 
will reward © every Man according to his Works ,” 
the very Thing I charged upon the Merhodr/ts 
as abominable, which you have all along on your 
own Part pretended to deny, and yet appear 
to hold it at the laſt. Sir, are you ſucha Stranger 
to your own Opinions, as not to know what you 
hold? or what you do not bold? In this diſor- 
dered and bewildered State, are you fit for Di 
putation?. 5 3 
Again, If in the next Sentence by him, that 
dor erb not, you do not mean the Neglect of 
actua] Obedience, and do not think, that without 
ſuch Obedience, Abraham was accounted Righ- 
| ; | teous 


upon Mr. Weſley's Second Letter. 45 
- teous, then it is very idle to oppoſe this Text to 
my Doctrine, if it contain in it no Oppoſition : 
But if on the Contrary, you ſo underſtand the 
Words worketh not, as to infer from thence that 
Abraham obtained Salvation without any Works, 
then you are again guilty of the Charge I 
| brought againſt the other Methodiſts; and though 
but the Minute before, you affected, to difown 
it, are now again, if doing any Thing, actually 
preaching Salvation without Obedience. And 
indeed, unleſs it were to countenance ſuch an 
Opinion, why ſhould you ſay in the very 
next Sentence, We believe (to expreſs it a 
little mare largely) that we are accounted 
t Righteous before God, only for the Merit of 
Jeſus Chriſt,” without adding, that though this 
be the ſole Attonement for our Imperfections, 
yet, that we cannot be ſaved without Obedience 
For otherwiſe, Sir, the Word Only, taken as you 
call it, more /arg#ly, and in its full Extent, would 
exclude from our Rzghteouſneſs all Morality, and 
all Obedience, which is once again the Doctrine 
I charge upon the Merbodiſis; and at the ſame » 
Time that it is, as I contend, a Perverfien of 
the Doctrine of the Church of EncLanD. For 
I have already explained, the Force of this Ex- 
preſſion as it is uſed in the Church of England, 
in a Note upon the Preface to my Sermon, * 
and ſhewn that in this Senſe, and upon the like 
Occaſions, the word Only does not fignify ex- 


Sermon before the Univerfity of Oxroa b, Preface, pag. vi i. 


new Edition. 7 ; 
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 clufively but conclufrvely, meaning often primarily 4 


or chuefly, being put to denote Pre-eminence, as 


it is to be underſtood in the Communion-Service. 
Thou oy: O Chrift with the Holy Ghoſt, - 


4 ar moſt hig h, Sc. For if the word Only 
e 


would ſignify © thou Only O Chriſt, wirbout 
< the Holy Ghoſt, art moſt High in the Glory 
« of God the Father.” 


Further, the word: Fuſtification, as you have 


uſed it bere, cannotmean final Juſtification, (the 
Nature of which I have explained i in the Pro- 


kegomena;) but only Converſion. If it means the 


former, you relapſe again deeply into the ſame 


Error with the other Merbodiſis, from which 


within the Compaſs of two or three Sentences 


you pretended ſo vehemently to demand an Ab- 
ſolution. For if a Man were to be finally juſti- 


fied before he grew virtuous, good MWoris would 


be utterly excluded from any Way effecting his 
_ Juſtification. Becauſe if they only follow after 
It, they could not be the conditional Cauſe of 


T eing. it, which excludes Morality from any 


Share or Operation in the Buſineſs of Salvation: 
And if by Juſtification you mean only the 
initial J cation, or Conuerſion, then the Word 
has here a very deluſtve and dangerous Ten- 
dency amongſt common People, as it is ſo Con- 
nected, unleſs you had added withal the pro- 


Per Diſtin8tions and Explications. 


'F refer the Reader 8 to tbe | 
Maxis and ExPLicaTioNs. in my Prolego- 
mena, particularly Maxim the 2, 3, 5, 6, 8, 
10, 11, 12 and Explication the 3» 5» 0,7, 8, Se. 

1 And 


Mr.'Weſley's Second Letter. 47 


were, and ſuch we are at this Day. 3 Yet we do not by tis 
plainly inform you, that there are others of our Body, who do 
Not belong toit. By what Rule of * do you infer this Con- 


clufion from thoſe Premiſes. 4 You 
as Hence one may infer, That by acknowledging Them, as 
Nameſakes and Brethren, they give themſelves the Lie, when they 
ſay they are of our Communion. As we do not take the Name of 
Methodiſts at all, fo we do not acknowledge any Nameſaktes in 
this. But we acknowledge as Brethren all Diſſenters (whether 
they are called Method; or not) who labour to have a Con- 
ſcience void of Offence, towards Gop and towards Man. What 
lies upon you to prove is this: Whoever acknowledges any Diſ- 
ſenters as Brethren, does hereby give himſelf the Lie, when he 
ſays he is a Member of the Church of England, © 


Dir. Free's Comment, &c. 


ave another Inference full 


And now what are we to think of all theſe 


Sayings, and Unſayings, this incoherent Series 
of jarring Propoſitions ſo ſtrangely put together? 
Have not I detected you at your old Trick of 
entangling the Doctrines of the Church of England, 
with Ahſurdities and Cuntradictions? Can you bea 
Friend to that Church, who affect thus to ſhew 
your Dexterity in forming Difficulties, from ſome 
of it's improper and ill-choſen Phraſes, which 
through Time perhaps have loſt or chang d 
their Meaning, and thus by your Cobweb-So- 
Pbiſtry to expoſe it to the Deriſion of its Ene- 

mies? | | Re 
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48 De. Free's Comment, Sc. 
If this be your Conduct with Reſpect ts the 


Church, Sir, it is no Wonder that the next Verſe 


(3) affords a notable Specimen of your Ini- 
quitous Dealings, with Reſpect to me. For 
your Conviction, I ſhall firſt produce the Paſſage, 

which you have fo disfigured by a falſe Quota- 


tion, as entirely to alter the Meaning. My 


Words are theſe * ' This may be the Way 


* then to diſcover the ORIGINAL Methodiſts, 


* who it ſeems for Diſtinction's Sake affect to 
* call themſelves Methodiſts of the Church of 
« England. 


« By which however they plainly inform us, 


« that there are others of their Body, who do 


* not profeſs to belong to our Communion : And 
< therefore it is juſt to infer that the Merbodiſts 
© who take our Name, do notwithſtanding 


e difavow ſomething, which theſe diſavow ; 


« and embrace ſomething, which they embrace; 
* and therefore by Acknowledging them as 


_ «© Nameſakes and Brethren, give themſelves the 


« Lie, (which they are not aſhamed to do) 
« when they ſay, that they are entirely with" us, 


e and of no other Communton.” 


. Theſe are my Words, Sir, this Paragraph is 


mine, and I do not ſee that you could fin 


thing to contradict in this: Though after the 
Miſinterpretation you have made in miſciting it, 


what a Parcel of Nonſenſe is here of your own 


coining, which you would impudently aſcribe 


to me? You aſk me 3 enough as well 


„ 8 


. Page vii viii, ef the Preface to my Sermon at OxFoRD, the Third 
| Edition. 


fo 


upon” Mr. Welley's Sceond Letter 49 


as well as diſhoneſtly by what Rule of Logick, 1 
infer this Concluſion from theſe Premiſſes? I an- 
-ſwer by none in the World. For none but aMan 
that was an entire Stranger to Reaſon, could 
ever have made it, let me bring you to a Senſe 
of Shame if I can, if you are not paſt Feeling. 
Are theſe my Premiſſes? Sir, or are thoſe my 
Words atthe End of theother Concluſion ? am I 


to follow you in your Blunders, and to be directed 


by a Man, who is ſo bewildered, that he knows 


not what he is about? Let me aſk you, Sir, how 


you came to be ſo baſe? As to put in theſe 


Words, of our Communion” when my Words 
were no other Communion.” Had you made 


ſuch an Eraſement, and Alteration in Papers, 


conveying property, your Liſe might have been 
in Danger. Do you think that any Perſon, who, 
has any Regard for his Reputation, will have 


any farther Dealings in Conzroverſy with one, 
that can be guilty of ſuch foul Play as this? To 
- ſuch Reproach, Sir, is your Conduct liable when 
examined by the Rules of Common Honeſy: 
- Andrif there be this Defect of common Honeſty'? 
What are we to think of your RLIG IOx, 


your Chriſtian Religion? Can we believe, that 


-when capable of this Falſhood you were under 
the Influence of that? No, Six, that would 
have deterred you from ſuch an Attempt. And 
as a Chriſtian you would have reaſoned thus; 
I am going to do by Dr. Frer as I would, by 
% no Means, be done by: J am going to alter 
bis Wordt, and miſrepreſent his Meaning in 
Print; which is miſrepreſenting him, as far 
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| = Dr. Free's Comment, Ge. 
c ag can to all the World; at leaſt this Pamph- 


let of mine will go into the Hands of Hun- 


o - D 


A 


dreds of the deluded Methodiſis, whoſe Preju- 
« dices will never let them peruſe any Reply, 
which Dr. Free may publith in his Defence; 
and fo I ſhall fix all theſe poor People at leaſt 
in a wrong Notion of his Meaning and Under- 
ce ſtanding.” —A pretty Soliloguy! — And could 
you as a Cre lian do all this: — No, Sir! The 
Cbriſtian Religion would not permit you. And 
therefore from br;iceforth you oblige me to con- 
ſider you as an Heathen Man, and a Publican, 
how much ſoever you may complain of my 
Severity.. I cannot leave this remarkable Para- 
graph without making a diſtin&t Remark upon 
a very ſingular Paſſage, towit ;— © That you do 
« not call yourſelves Methodiſts at all..— Why 
did you then, write the Chara&er of a - Metho- 
dit? © You fay that it is certain you call your- 
< felves Members of the Church of Ex6Lanp!” 
—Thus much by my Definition of a MT Ho- 
p1sT.you find I know. — © Such, you ever 
« were, and ſuch you are at this. Day. But 
how can this be, Sir, when your Meeting at the 


A 


c 


Feundery, if Licenſed at all, muſt be licenſed as 


2 DissENT ING Meeting, of ſome Denomination 
or other? And again, —when the People you 


often employ to Preach there, and elſewhere, 


have never had Epiſcopal Ordination and conſe- 


quently. oppoſe the 23. Article of the Church of 


England, which proves, that you are not of the 


Chinch of England: — And that you are ſtill | 


Metho- 
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4. However you allow. there may be Place for Repentance 


For 7 any of the Founders of this Sed?, renounce the Opinions they \ 


once were charged with, they may be permitted to lay aſide the Name. 

But what are the Opinions which you require us to renounce ? 

What are, according to you, the Principles of the Methodifts ? 
You fay in general, They are contradictory 2 the Goſpel, con- 


tradictory 20 the Church of England, u of Blaſphemy and Im- 


piety, and ending in downright Atheiſm : 
1. For 1. They exponnd the Scriptnre in ſuch a Manner, as to 
make it contradicꝭ itſelf: 


2, With Blaſphemy, Impiety and Diabolical Phrenzy, hey 


contradict our Saviour, by denying that he wwill judge Men, according 
to their Werks. 


3. By denying this they deſiroy the eſſential Attributes of God, 


and ruin his Character as Judge of the World. - 


In ſupport of the Firſt Charge, you ſay, It is notorious, and 
fau Men of Common Senſe attemf# to prove what is notorious, till 
they meet with People of ſuch notortous Impudence as to deny it. 

I muſt really deny it. Why then you will prove it, by Mr. 


Maſon's own Words. Hold, Sir: Mr. Majon's Words prove 


nothing. For we are now fpeaking of o,, Methodiſts. 
But he is not one of them: Nor is he in Connexion with them; 
neither with Mr, Hhizfeld nor me. So that what Mr. Maſon 
ſpeaks, be it right or wrong, is nothing to the preſent purpoſe. 
Therefore unleſs you can find ſome better Proof, this whole 
Charge falls to the Ground. | | 


Well, here it is. Roger Balls Pray, who is Roger Balls? No 


more a Methodiſt than he is a Turk. I know not one good 
Thing he ever ſaid or did, beſide the telling all Men, I am no 


| Methodiſt, which he generally does in the firſt Sentence he ſpeaks, 


when he can find any to hear him, He is therefore one of your 
own Allies. And a Champion worthy of his Cauſe ! _ 


If then you have no more than this to advance in ſupport of 
your Firſt Cbarge, you have alledged what you are not able to 
prove. And the more heavy that Allegation is, the more un- 


kind, the more unjuſt, the more unchriſtian, the more inhuman 
it is to bring it without Proof. 


5. In ſupport of the Second Charge, you ſay, Our Saviour 
declares our Works to be the Object of his Judgment. But the Me- 
thodiſt, for 'the Perditicn of the Souls- of his Folloxwers, ſays our 
i ard are of no Confideration az all. ON 


Dr. Free's Comment, &c. | 
Metbodi/ts, and within the Terms of my Deſini- 
tion, ſhall be proved to every Body's Satrsfac- 
£101, Except your n.. 
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. Who ſays ſo ? Mr. Whirfeld? Or my Brother? Or I? We 
ſay the direct contrary. But one of my anonymous Correſpon- 


_- dents ſays ſo. Who is he? How do you know he is a Metho- 
a For ought appears, he may be another of your Allies, a 
Brother to Roger Balls. 


Three or Threeſcore anonymous Correſpondents, cannot yield 


one grain of Proof, any more than an Hundred anonymous Re- 


marks on Theron and Apaſio. Before theſe can prove what the 
Methedifis hold, you muſt prove, that theſe are Methodijts - 
Either, that they are oxIOIN AL Methodiffs, or in Connexion 
with them. 5 8 980 5 8 
— Dr. Free's Comment, &c. | 

Verſe 4. and 5. Suppoſe we ſet about it now? 
Indeed I have not your Orders or Direction for 
it, juſt yet; but to be plain; as I am not quite 


' fatisfied with your Manner of laying out a Sub- 


ject, I am not always bound to follow it; nor 
do I chooſe it here: and therefore I attack a 
diſtant Paſſage firſt, and tell you, that] think, I 


have taken a right Step, by proving, firſt what. 


Opinions the accuſed Parties hold in order toprove 
that they are Methodiſts. You ſhall ſee in the 
Courſe of the Diſpute whether I am miſtaken 
or not. It may be neceflary firſt to premiſe, 
that in this Chapter you raiſe a Difficulty about 
the promiſcuous Uſe of the Word Methodiſt, diſ- 


tinguiſhing them, for the geater Exacineſß, in- 
to Originals and Non-originals. In the firſt 


Claſs you put yourſelf, your Brother, and Mr. 


Fhitheld, as People of the ſame Opinion, — In 


the other then, as you only make an Excep- 
tion for 'ycurfelf and Co. we are at Liberty, I 
ſnppofe, to rank all the reſt; ſuch as Mr. 


Hervey, Mr. Romaine, Mr. Venn, Mr. Elliot, 


Mr. Jones, Roger Balls, whoſe Lay-Profeſſion, I 


know fot; and the Clck-mater Mr. Maſon. 


1 
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&c. Should we not add another Layman ſup- 
poſed to be a NI, who in his Anſwer to 
Dr. FRE. diſcovered (a Thing more ſurpriz- 
ing than the Longitude) the Medium between 
Truth and Falſhood, and tells us * that ſome 


+ Accounts of Things (though containing many 


Propoſitions) -** may be received as neither 
« true nor falſe, this muſt be a Ne to be 


ſure; ſhall I add him to the reſt? 


Well you tell me, that „ before theſe 25 


prove colt the M HopIS rs hold; [muſt prove, 
| « that theſe are ME THODISs TS, &c. 175 is I 


ſuppoſe you mean, that I cannot from their 


Doctrines prove, what the Methodifis hold, 


till I ha ve firſt proved theſe People to be 


Methadifts—An Hyſteron-Proteron may be a Fi- 
gure in Rhetorick, but it makes a ſtra wr Fi- 
gure in LoGICK, to ſee the Coneluſiam before 


the Premiſſes. By your Leave J. — alk the 


AvuDIENCe, before whom you ſay, you are 


making your Defence, (that is, the Axch-Brs- 


Hop, the UniveRsITY, the NATION) whether 
this be a Schol/ar-/ike Arrangement of the Pro- 


pofitions, which you require me here to prove. 


For think, that I ought fi to ſhew, that the 


Doctrinec, Which theſe People hold, are the 


Doctrines of the Merhod:/ts, and then the Pro- 
Poſition, which you would have me prove Hint, 


muſt be /aft in SrNSH and REASON and follow 


the other as a Conſequence : For the Argument 


will ſtand thus, * they hold | fuch pews 1 


5 gore” w neee A to Dr. Free, Pag. 16. 
Letter from the Manſions above. 
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54 f Dr. Free's Comment, Tc. 
and therefore they are Methodiſts, For ſuppoſe 
I was to prove a Man to be a PaeisT. Muſt 


I not firſt ſhew, that he holds the Opinions 


of a ParisT? Or can I any way ſhew, that he 
is a PAPIST, without his holding the Opinions 
of a Papiſt? I think not. — My LoxD Axcu- 


' B8HoP, Gentlemen of the UNIVERSITY, and 


YE Men of common Senſe throughout the Na- 


TION— I appeal—(fince he will have it ſo) to 


you all to know, whether Mr. Weſley has not 
put a very injudicious Taſk upon me? And 
whether I may not be permitted to go on in 
my own Way, ſince he appears fo incapable of 
directing me? Now then, having, as I ſuppoſe, 
obtained this Permiſſion: Remember your 


Names Okr1GINALs, and NoN-oRIGINALS, as 
you ſtood before; and my Definition ſhall hold 


the Place of an Indidtment.— But is this my 


Definition Sir? — No! — My Defumtion ſtood 


thus. — 
A Set of Enthuſiaſts, who under the Pre- 


e zence of being true Members of the Church 


of England, either prevert its DocTRINEs 


« relating to Faith and Works, and the Terms | 


of Salvation, fo as to make them repugnant to 
the Holy Scriptures; or elſe oftend againſt the 
«© ORDER and DISCIPLINE of the Church, or 
i further, even attack the Principles of natural 
Religon, and ſtill under the Prefence of be- 
« ing Members of the Church of England, or 
* at leaſt Chriſtians.” 


And now, Sir, pardon me if by the Prac- 


fices, in 2 you {till r and by the O- 
Pinien 
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upon Mr. Welley's Second Leiter. 55 
pinions, you have held or hold, 1 prove you to 
be a Methodiſt : and that I comprehend i in this 


Definition, Diſcription or Indictment, the Cy A- 


RACTER of you the great ORIGINAL, the o- 
ther Or1G1NaLs, the NoNn-oRIGINALs and af- 


terwards of the Secundarians, Subalterns and all 


the reſt: For I believe, that every Perſon will 


find his Place herein, who is, or has been e- 


ſteemed or called either Method: tical or Metho- 
aft. 

But Firſt, againſt * you Gentlemen, who are 
OR1GINALS; ſuppoſe I call in the Evipexnce 
of the Right Reverend the Lord Bisnop of 
Exeter, the reputed Author of a + Book en- 
titled the. Enthuſiaſm of the Methodiſts and PA- 
PISTS compared. What ſays his Lordſhip of 


the Revd. Mr. John Weſley, Mr. Whitfield and 
the reſt? Why he proves you to be Entbuſiaſts, 


from your own JoURNALs and Accounts of 
God's DzaLinGs: Among other Paſſages, to 
the fame Purpoſe; ſuppoſe we conſider theſe. 


Mr. Whitfield ſays, firſt Dealing Pag. 16. God 


e filled me with ſuch unſpeakable Raptures, 
e particularly in St. John's Church. that I was 
carried out beyond myſelf.” Again Mr. 


Weſley ſays, 3 Journal Pag. 19 © My Soul 


« was got up into the Holy Mount, I had no 


cc Thoughts of, coming down again into the 
« Body.” 


By theſe Paſſages then, it ee you 
are both Enthuſiaſts; which muſt make good 


— 


+ Pag. 59. Part. 1. 


the 


35 Dr. Free Comment, Sc. 
the IRS Article in my Definition: I ſhall 
now make it appear likewiſe, that you are En- 
kbugſiaſts perwerting the Doctrines, and offending 
againſt the Diſcipline of the Church of ENGL AND 
. &c. For the Church of ENGLAND: does not al- 
low of any 2rregular and unqualified Teachers; 
it _ not allow it's Paſtors to preach in ir- 
af Places; or to call themſelves Diſſenters: 
his i is. oftending againftits D1SC3PLINE : and 
for offences againſt it's DocTRINE, I reckon 
them to be ſuch Opinions as theſe. * Mr: Jhit- 
field ſays, © it is a dreadful miſtake to deny the 
* Doctrine:of Afurances,, he knows Numbers 
:« whoſe Salvation is written in their: Hearts as 
.< with a Sun- Beam. — 8 Journal, Page 17. 
N. Weſley ſays, © Juſtification the ow as 
16 Regeneration and having a living Faith,. 
this always in a Moment — Faith and being 
; c born of God — an nſtantaneons Work, as 
« Loghtening. — My being born of God was 
«an inſtantaneous Act, enabling me from that 
Moment to be more than Conqueror over thoſe 
. Oorruptions, which before I was always a 
+. Glave to,” — Journal 2. And again Journal 3 
At that Hour, one who had long con- 
tinued in Sin from a Deſpair of finding Mer- 
cy received a full clear Senſe of his Pardon. | 
„ ing Love, and Power to Sin no more. Now 
all this is directly oppoſite to the 16 Article of 
the Church of ExLAxp, which ſuppoſes in 
the beſt of Men a We of 1 8 and 


— OY 


Bp. of Exeter's Book part 2. P. 32. 33. "I 
Es . that 
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and that they may after ſuch their Failings be 
reſtaumd. 

Hut beſide the Oppoſition of this Doctrine to 
that particular Article of our Church: 1 ob- 
ſerve by theſe Accounts of an 7nſtantaneous liv- 
ing Faith, and of being 7rre/ſtibly born of God, 
that the Man! is repreſented as no longer a Ra- 
tional Being, or moral Agent. For all theſe 
Operations are deſcribed as entirety the Acts of 
_ God. The Man then in theſe Caſes is alto- 
gether paſſive and not capable of any Works. 
And therefore if this be the Weſleyan, or Metho- 
diſt kind of Faith, it is a kind of Faith, from 
which the Man's own AcT1ons are utterly ex- 
cluded : (very ſimilar to Mr. HeRver's Doctrine, 
as you will ſee hereafter) For being more than 
Conquerers, not by the Aſſſtance, but by the en- 
tire Force and Agency of another Pow R, he 
has no longer Occaſion 70 work out his Salvation 
with Fear and Trembling. So that Text of 
Scripture is ſuperſeded, as well as all other Scrip- 
ture, which is a Rule of ConDucT; and with it 
another fundamental Doctrine of the Church of 
EnGcLAnD, which ſuppoſes a Man's good Ac- 
tions to be his, by ſaying, that hey are pleaſing 
in God's Sight. For if the Actions were Gop's 
Actions it would be juſt as much Senſe as ſay- 
ing, that God was pleaſed with God, or that he 
diverted himſelf with his Ingenuity in moving 
our Limbs, and determining our weak ne- 
chanick Powers to every particular Action. And 
thus God is repreſented as the Maſter of the 
SHEW, and we as the PUPPETS that _— 
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and Dance, but at his Direction: From ſuch 
frightful Alſurdilies in a NATIONAL RELI- 
G10 N] Good Lord deliver us. 

But beſide this DocrRINE of a STATE of 
unſinning and: unalterabie PERFECTION in this 
Life; which is ſet forth as the ſudden and ir- 
reſſſtible Gift of God, and which repreſents 
Man as a Machine, ſo totally poſſeſſed and ac- 
tuated by Divine Power as to leave no Room 
for human FRAILTY, or human ENDEAVOURS: 
You have been accuſed of advancing another 
Dofrine as diſlructive of Morality, even that, 
which I charged upon the.* Methodiſts from the 
Arſt, and which all the World is now con- 
vinced they hold. The Doctrine of - Sa/va- 
* tn by Faith alone as it is underſtood to ex- 
e clude the Neceſſity of good Works.” Even in 
this Pamphlet where 1 had faid © they were 
% abſelutely neceſſary to Salvation,” in repeating 
my Words, you drop the Word abſolutely; and 
in the next Paragraph, ſo connect ſome Ex- 
tratts from the Articles as conſidering the dou- 
ble Meaning of the Word Ju/izfication muſt ac- 
cording to vulgar Apprenſicn look moſt favoura- 
ble to ſuch an Opinion: Tis truò you pro- 
feſſed to deny it before; nay you have written 
egarnft it, as I am informed, therefore this 
vecring about again looks very inconſiſtent. 
bat you were once inclined to ſuch an Opinion, 
think, Sir, is pretty evident. Mr. C. Grange, 
if you remember, teſtifies in the 34 Page of my 
NoTzs upon your firſt LETTER, that he heard 
N a one 


upon Mr. Welley's Second Letter. 59 


one of the Lay-brothers, whom you had ſet rp 
aloft to harangue in your Conventiclè at the 
 FounDeRy, inculcating the fame; and tells us 
the HYMN, which was Sung _ the Occa- 
ſion. 8 

Believe and all your Sins forgiven, 

Only believe and yours is Heaven. 

He fays that other of your Hymns have the 
| fame Tendency, and mentions particularly the 
44. Loc and be ſav'd by Faith alone. 

This Opinion then, if you have not renoun- 
ced it, will bear hard againft you, and if vou 
have even given it up; yet conſidering the Evi- 
dence we have juſt gathered from the Lokp 
 BisnoP of Exeter's diſplay of your Jeurnals, 
which contain your . ENTHUSIASTICK Flights 
and Fancies; and your ſtrange Notionsof FA iT, 
as though in ſome Subjects attended with ſuch 
a PERFECTION, as implies an Annihilation of 
Human AGENCY: You muſt forgive me, if I 
find you guilty of the Indictment, and by the 
Terms of my DEeF1x1T10Nn, pronounce You, 

and all the Or1G1NALs, which you deſcribe to 
be in the ſame way of thinking, to be Metho- 
diſts, For it appears that You are. 
e A Set of Enthufiafts, who under the Pre- 
tence of being true Members of the Church 
of England, either prevert its Doc TRI N xs 
ec relating to Faith and Mors, and the Terms 
of Salvation, ſo as to make them refugnam 
to the Holy Scriptures: or elſe offend againit 
the ORDER and DISCIPLINE of the Church, 
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<« or farther, even attack the Principles of na- 

* tural Religion, and ſtill under the Pretenſe 

« of being Members of the Church of Eng- 

cc ſand, or at leaſt Chriſtians.” . 
And having affirmed this of You and your 


declared Asso0ciaTEs, from the Knowledge 


you have given us in Writing of your Belief and 
Practice; let me now examine how far this 
APPELLATION may ſuit the REST : I ſhall al- 


low them the Title, as by their Do&rines, they 


may appear to merit it; juſt in the ſame Man- 


ner, as I gave it you. Mr. Hervey, then (whom 


as I have heard, you called the FATHER of 
Met bodiſim in your Canoni2ation Sermon) whether 
that be true I cannot tell; but Mr. Hervey (for 


hom the Gazetteer of Jan. 10. 1759, tells us 


the Woman at Abergavenny, though unknown 


to him went into Mourning at his Death: If 


ſhe had underſtood his Doctrine ſhe might have 
mourned for that — This Mr. Hervey) though 
our SavIOUR had declared, Marth. xvi. 27. 


To Him, to Me, and every Man alive, that he 
 wll reward every Man according to bis Works, 


had the Preſumption to new-model the Terms of 


the GosPeL and to reply. . We are I grant 


fied by Works — but not our own.” If 
= ak him, be then? he anſwers, © The 


orks of Chriſt, ſo that the Man is required 


by his Scheme in-Opporion to our Lox Ds, to 
doc juſt nothing for himſelf. And therefore here 
is no more room for Morality in this Syſtem 
than there was in Lou State of wuſinning PeR- 


FEC TION. 


A 
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FFC T ION. The fame & Mr. Hervey adds in a- 
nother Paſſage (where he a one of bis 
Sort of Cbriſtians reaſoning thus.)—< Tis true, 


I cannot fullfill the Conditions, and 'tis e- 


<<: qual _— true, that this is not required at my 
4 — Irsus CHRTSP has performed all 
1 = was — — What is become 
then of our LoxpDS Declaration and all his In- 
junctions? Why this zew Chriſlian Religion 
hath ſet the old one quite aſide: And makes no 
manner of Account of any human Actions. For 


that there is not in the Eſtimation of the dib, 


Being any Diſtinction between V 1ce and VIR- 
ur. Fo this Purpoſe, hear the Poſages be- 


fore produced from the anonymous Remarker on 


Theron and Aſpaſio, he may be one of your 


own People for ought I know; but who he is, 
or what his Name may be, does not. concern 


the Argument, provided that he has made his 


Quotations fair and 7:ght, ſo as to ſpeak 


the Meaning of the Author; that the World 


may judge of ah the Paſſages are e theſe, that 
follow. 


„ He who attempts to do any Thing eaſy 


« Or difficult, under the Notion of an Act of 
_ © believing, or any other Act, in Order to his 


1 Acceptance with God, only heaps up more 


«Wrath againſt himſelf.” —And again, 
The whole New Teſtament ſpeaks aloud, 
< that as to the Matter of Acceptance with 


— — — 
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e God, there is no Difference between one 
** Man and another: No Difference betwixt 
the moſt accompliſhed Gentleman, and the 
< moſt infamous | Scoundre! :— No Difference 
© betwixt the moſt virtuous Lady, and the 
© vileſt Proftitute : — No Difference betwixt 
the moſt Reverend Judge, and the moft o- 
dious Criminal ſtanding convicted before 
e him, and receiving the juſt Sentence of 


ec Death at his Mouth :—In a Word, no Dif- 


c ference betwixt the moſt fervent Devotee, 
te and the greateſt Ringleader in Profaneneſs 


C“ and Exceſs.” 


In another Place he ſays,—*< both Grace and 
& Truth ſtand in direct Oppoſition to Works, 


* all Works whatever, whether they be Works 


ce of the Law, or Works of the Goſpel, done in 
* a State of Nature, ov wider the Influence of . 
< Grace —vol. 1. P. 273.“ 


Thus much for Theron and Aſpafio, and the | 


Doctrines of the weak and crazy Mr. Hervey, 


one of the reputed Far HRS of Methodiſm, 


wWhoſe laboured Antichriſtian Theology, and 
religious Blaſpheniy have been ſo zealouſl y 


propagated through the Land, and revered as 
the Bible, by the Merhogrſts. Now for the 
Opinions of Mr. Romazne, ; becauſe you are ſo 


apt to aſk me, Who ſays ſo? Who is he, how 


" you know be is a Methoaift ?--- I muſt beg 
leave to refreſh your Memory, by referring 


you to a little Treatiſe, ſaid to be your own, 


entitled a Letter to a Gentleman at Briſtol, 


which contains Remarks upon a Pamphlet 
aſcribed 
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aſcribed to Mr. Romaine. Let us hear ſome of 
your Converſation. 
Mr. Romaine. But a Man is not juſtified by 
* Works, but by the Faith of Chriſt. This ex- 
* cludes all Qualifications. 
Mr. Weſley. Surely it does not exculude 
the Qualification of Faith, &c. 


Mr. Romaine. But our Church excludes 


_ © Repentance and F aith from deſerving any 
© Part of our Juſtification.” Why then do you 
inſiſt upon them as Q en requiſite to 
-< our Juſtification.” 

Mr. Weſley... Becauſe Chriſt and his Apoſtles 

do ſo. he we all agree, they do not deſerve 

any Paft of our - Juſtification, They ae no 

Part of the meritorious Cauſe; but they are the 
Conditions of it. This and no other is “ the 
« Poctrine of Scripture, and of the Church of 
« England!” Both the: Scripture and * our 
“Church allow, yea inſiſt on theſe Vual⸗ Aca- 
* tons. or Conditions. 

Mr. Rimaine. © But if Repentance and 
Faith would not be valid and acceptable 
« without the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt, then 
they cannot be neceſſary 3 for 


* our ” Juſtification” 


Mr. Weſley. I cannot allow the Conse 


They are not acceptable without the Righte- 
ouſneſs or Merits of Chriſt. And yet He Him- 
ſelf has made them neceſſary Qualifications 
thro' his Merits. 
But the grand Objection of this Gentleman 
lies againſt the Dr's. next Paragraph; the _ 
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64. Dr. Free's Comment, G&S. 

of which 1s : The Merits. of Chriſt Were 

te never intended to ſuperſede the Neceſſity 
* of Repentance and Obedience” (1 would fay, 
Repentance and Faith) „but to make them 
acceptable in the Sight of Gop, and to pur- 
chaſe for them” (I would add that obey Him) 
« Reward of immortal Happineſs.” 

Jam not afraid to undertake the Defence of 
this Paragraph, with this ſmall Variation, 
againſt Mr. Chapman, Mr. Nyberg, Count Zin- 
.zendorf, or any other Perſon whatever. Pro- 
vided only that he will ſet his Name to his 

Work: For I do not love fighting in the Dark. 
And 1 (as well as Dr. T. affirm, That * to 
«ſay. more than this concerning Chriſts im- 
* puted Merits,” to ſay more than, that © they 
have purchaſed for us Grace to repent and 
© believe, Acceptance upon our believing, 
Power to obey, and 11 Salvation to 
them that do obey Him: To ſay more than 
this © is blaſphemous Anti nomianiſin, ſuch as 
Mr. Calvin would have abhorred, and does 

open a Door to all Manner of Sin and Wick- 
edacly” 
+. Imaſt ilewile affirm;/That th of imputed 

Righteouſneſs in the Manner many do at this 

Day, is making the imaginary Transfer of Chriſt's 
Rrghteoufneſs rod as a Cover for the Unrighteouſ- 
refs of Mankind. Does not Mr. Ch-p-1 do this 
at Briſicl ? Does not Mr. M--rd--n, at London ? 
Let them ſhudder then, let their Blood run cold, 
who do it: Not theirs, who tell them that 
_—_ 10 ſo; TO tar Mr, We * Mr. R. 
Eul 


upon Mr. Welley's Sceond Letter 65 I 
Eu Neſter laudo, in melius quantum mutatus of 
ab illo, why could not you write as well when 
you wrote to me? You here condemn Mr. 
Romaine's Opinions, as contrary to Reaſon and 
| Scripture; and the Articles of the Church of | 
England. But did not you know that theſe 4 
Men were Methodiſts? Ridiculum, non enim cgi: 
taras. They may not be V e indeed, as | 
Weſley ſhews himſelf in this Lerter to a Gent 4 NY 
man; but notwithſtanding that, they are all 114 
Methodiſts to a Man; if you are not already, i {4 
ſenſible of it, you-muſt ſee it preſeptly, idem 
hoc tute melius quanto inveniſſes Thraſo ? 
For by the Way, will not this Remark, 
which you have made upon the ve Terms 
and Phraſes, uſed by Mr. Romaine, bear alittle 
hard upon your Friend Mr. Venn? Has not he 
printed a Sermon under the Title of ' Inpated 
| Righteouſneſs, and Obedience not to be ſeparated 4 
Tou obſerve, that there are no ſuch Terms in il 
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the Article, as, ONLY through Chriſt's imputed | 
Righteouſneſs: We remark alſo, that ſuch b 
Terms do not accord with the Church Liturgy. ; 
1 For I do not remember, that it any where uſes 14 
this Language of IM PUTATION. It calls the 1. 
Death of our Lord indeed, © a full perfect and 1 
6 ſufficient Sacrifice Ob lotion and Satisfaction vil 
« for the Sins of the whole World“ which ena IV] 
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bles him to intercede, and nominate ſuch as ful- 
fill his Conditions; or, are in their feveral Cap- 
tivies, the proper Otjefs of REDEMPTION. - * 


| But here is not a Word of Inputation, You and 
MMr. Venn, may poſſibly ſettle that Point be- 
x tweeg 
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tween you, but here is another Imputation-Man, 


who cancels all Obligation to OBEDIEN CE. What 


| ſhall we do with him? 


Mr. Elliot, late Chaplain to the Hoſpital at 


H. lde-Park-Corner, in a Sermon, entitled En- 
couragement for Sinnners, &c. After giving us 
his Account of imputed Righteouſneſs, pag. 10. 
fays, © Laſtly it is concluded, that we are 7u/ti- 
"08 2 7 Faith only, whereby ALL Works of every 
Kin 

and zſeleſs in this great Matter, even a Sinner's 
* Juſtification before God.” And it is plain, that 


he means final Juſtification by what follows. 
James ii. Ch. and 23. v. is alledged by this Man 


and others, as the Ground or Foundation for 
this Doctrine of imputed Righteouſneſs, Abra- 
ham believed God, and it was imfuted to him for 


Righteouſneſs. But if theſe poor People could read 


their Teſtament in the orignal GREEK, (and till 
they can, they are not fit to be Teachers) they 


would ſee that there is no ſuch Word as in- 
| þuted there, the GREEK is hd computed, con- 


fidered, accounted, reckoned, and never bore any 


| | other Signification, in that Language: that it | 
* ſhould here be rendered by imputed, is wholly 
\. owing to the Ignorance, or Baſencſs of ſome 


TRANSLATORS. For the genuine Interpretation 

of the Paſſage is, ABRAHAM put his Confidence 
in God, and for this hewwas accounted a juſt, or good 
Man, bed Was called the Friend of God. But I 
only offer this by Way, as one InsTANCe of a 
thouſand, that might be produced to ſhew how 


the Doctrines of Weſe People are founded en- 


tirely 


are ſhut out, as being wholly unneceſſary 


2 


Fs 


tirely in Ignorance and Deception, and have no 
Place in tbe true GoosPEL. 
lately publiſhed a Vindication of the ſame Ser- 
mon, under the Tittle of SIN pEsTROYED, &c. 
By which I ſuppoſe weare to underſtand, that 


there is. now no ſuch Thing as SIN, I have 


This Man hath. 
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| 


not ſeen this Pamphlet myſelf, for it is by no 


means pleaſing to rake in ſach Filth. 


But by the Account oFit in the Monthly Re- 


view for October, it appears to be full of the 
| fame ſhocking Principles, which the Author 

impudently attributes to the Articles of the 
Church of England: And to ſhew how well 
this tallies with the Opinions of your acknow- 
ledged Aſſociate, and Fellow-methodiſt Mr. 
Whitfield, 1 have heard, that this Man has been, 
prayed for, at his Tabernacle as a BROTHER 
under Perſecution, 

The next upon the Liſt, 1 think is | Roger 
Balls, but you diſclaim all Acquaintance with 
him, and make him an Ally of my own, is not. 
this extremely Jocular ? For I cannot fay, that 
I ever heard of Roger, or knew there was ſuch 
a Being in the World, till a good Woman, 
who ſent me your Aſſize Sermon, accompa- 
nied it with a Piece of his wonderful Compo- 
fition. I expreſſed my Concern to ſee you in 
ſuch Company: But yet I think we mult ſet 
him down for a methoaiſtical Fellow, if not a 


Methodiſt 


himſelf of the Church of ENGLAND: But he 
profeſſes to be a Miniſter of the GospeL, and 
under that Profe Hon diſcards the ol Je8vs 
CHRIST 


. I cannot ſay indeed whether he calls 
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CnRIsr, that was born in Bethlehem, and all 


his Injunctions and Commands, as of no worth 
at all, if compared to a certain Jeſus, which 


he carries about him, a Chriſtus Engaſtri mu- 
thus, et Gaſtrimargus, which © he feels within 


ce bim ſtirring to be born” And upon his bring- 
te ing him forth, he calls out Je here's a 


* Chriſt indeed, that will do you all fome good == 


O brave Roger \ But if you think he has been 


guilty of a Miſdemeanor, his Evidence ſhall be 
{et aſide, as we can ſpare him; to make Room 


for the next. I hope you will adn: t of HIM, it 
is W. M. (that is Hilliam Adaſon) CLOCKMAKER, q 
of Rotherhithe Wall. He is very bold and ſaith, 


that he the ſaid Milliam Maſon, is a Metho- 
ce giſt of the Church of Ez gland, &c. And 
* he concludes (for himſelf Ta Brethren) that 


a Man is juſtified, (his Sins pardoned, his 
«Perſon accepted to God's Love and Fayour, 


ee and his Title to Glory evidenced to him) 
* by FA1TH, without the Deeds of the Law, 
et either natural, ceremonial, + or moral,” &c. 


But you cry Held! © Mr. Mafon's Words prove 


% nothing,” why ſo ? Is not Mr. Maſon a Man 
of Veracity? I think this is cruel Treatment, to 
baulk the Gentleman fo, and make him bluſh 


before ſuch an Hudienec. You reply, that you 

are ſpeaking of the original Methodiſts, and © he 

L 1s not one of them.” This Diſtinqtion is. now 
of no Service, he ſays he is a Methed, — of the 


p- [2 Myſtery of Chriſt mer 
+ Remarks &c. in a Letter to Dr. FREE, p. 2. 
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16. Will you ſay, If theſe were not Method. 5 hats 


they would not defend the Methodijtse” 


to do the Methodifs Juſtice, I have known a Clergyman aÞ 
Note ſay to another, who had juſt been preaching a very warm 
Sermon, Sir, I do not thank you at all for this. I h. ave no 
Acquaintance with Mr. W-izfeld or Mr. Il ey. And I do not 


5 agree with them in Opinion. But I will have no more Razlirg 
in my Pulpit.” 


| Dr. Free's Comment, Se. 
Church of ENGLAND. And 105 not you at the 
Beginning of this Letter, make that the Cha- 
racterſtick of the ORIGINAL " Methodiſt that 
they were tenacious of its Rubricks, &c. yes, 
but © he has no Comnexicn with Mr. J /itfield 
*« or lou, ſo then now Conmexions with You 
and Mr. Yhi:feld make the Methods/ts. - Then 
is not Mr. Ve enn of the Number? And with 
Regard to Mr . Maſon, J have really been in- 
formed, that Be bag iD far Connexions, as to be 


Cel. 


one of your Hr AR ERS, at Mrs Gin's Meeting- 
Flouſe in Southwark. 


Ah think at leaſt, , th * Flock deſerve thy Care - 
Plants of thy Hand, and Children of thy Prayer, Pops. 


Perſe 16. But without dwelling upon this; 1 


ſhould have thought, he had been a Met Bodi 
by his writing 8 the CavsE, 458 you &; and 
appearing. ſo zealous, as to be before Hand 


with Mr. Moſſey himſelf; but you ſay, that 


this is no Conſequence : For you knew 68. op 


CLEROGVYMAN of Note, Who ſaid to another, 
« -after he had been preaching a very warm 
« Sermon, that he would have no more Rail- 
ing at Mr. Whitfield, or Mr. Wesley in his 
cf Pulpit.” — And yet he was no Methodiſd? 
Sir, I cannot believe it. I take this old The,, 
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L deny the Conse 
uence : Men may be far from bein; 9 r Methodifts, and yet willing 
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70 ; Dr. Free's Comment, &c. 
to have been a Metbodiſt in Disc uisꝝ: One 
of thoſe, who eat the Bread of the Church, 


and betray its Cauſe; or leave it to be defen- 


ded by the poor Creatures, that ſtarve by it. 


I am countenanced in my Opinion, Sir, by X 
Man of the beſt common Senſe that ever 


wrote, who ſays: Ni fc ita efſent, non cum illis 
: flares Phadria. And Divine Wiſdom itſelf has 
aſſured me, that he, wn 1s Nor AGAINST 
A THING, Is FOR IT. 


But as you and I cannot agree about theſe 


I muſt for other Reaſons, which the Merld 
will affent to, if you do not; pronounce 
Mr. Maſon and » Re reſt of the People afore- 
named, whether they have at preſent perſonal 
Connexions with you, 'who are ORIGINALS or 
nor, (a Circumſtance not eſſential to the Cha- 
' rafter, if they are connected in Opinions) to 
be all METnmopisTs. For they are —— 

«A Set of Enthufiaſts, who under the Pre- 
te Zence of being true Members of the Church 


*« of England, either prevert its DocTRINEs 
relating to Faitb and Works, and the Terms 


* of Salvation, ſo as to make them repugnant to 
s the Holy Scriptures; or elſe offend againſt the 
e ORDER and DISCIPLINE of the Church, or 
te further, even attack the Principles of natural 


*Religon, and ſtill under the Pretence of be- 


e ing Members of the Church of England, or 
cat leaſt Chriſtians.” 


And now Sir, you ſee what is 8 of 


your ridiculous QUIBBLE, that the People, who 
eld and publiſhed — dangerous Doctrines, 


though 


FI ” aw” a 


Dr. Free's Comment, c. 71 
though proved upon them, and though they 
profeſſed at the ſame Time, and gloried in the 
"00 of Methodiſts, were not to be called fo: 
becauſe for the preſent, they were not in 
Connection with You: What is that to the 
WorrLD, or Me? It is enough for us, Sir, 
that they all correſpond ſo well with the Defi- 


nition. You cannot be ignorant of a noted' 
Max1M in Logick— Quod convenit Definitions 


convenit DEFINITo— © What anſwers to the 
« Definition, anſwers to the Thing defined. 
(Well, the Thing defined was a METHnonisT) 
and you and theſe People anſwering to the 
Definition, you and theſe People anſwer to the 
| Thing defined; and therefore you and theſe 


People are all Methodiſts. And are as eaſily 


diſcovered by the Marks, as a ffray-Horſe at 
Country- Fair. 55 5 


Mr. Weſley's Second Letter. 


17 From the Principles of the Methodiſts you proceed to 
their Practice. They hunt, ſay you, for extraordinary Marks and 
Revelations. whereby to know the State of the Soul. The Marks 

by which I know the State of any Soul, are the inward Fruit 
of the Spirit, Love, Joy, Peace, Meekneſs, Gentleneſs, Good- 
neſs, Long-Suffering, Temperance, Patience: Shewn not by 


Words only, but by the genuine Fruit of Holineſs. 


Again. They magnify their Office beyond the Truth, by high Pre- 
tences to miraculous Inſpiration. To this Aſſertion ue have an- 
ſwered over and over, we pretend to no other {tration than 
that which not only every true Goſpel Miniſter, but every real 


* 


+  Chriſtiah enjoys. 


's ; | I | =: 


Again, The End of all Impoſtors is ſome Kind of worldly Gain: 
Aud it is difficult for them to conceal their Views entirely. The 
Love of filthy Lucre auil/ appear, either by the Uſe chey make of 
it, or the Means of getting it. As to the Je made of it, you 
are ſilent. But as to the Means cf getting it, you ſay, Beſides, 
Inhumanity wringing from the Poor, the helpleſs Widows, the weep- 
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eng Or e, (The Proof! the Proof!) hey crgep into Houſer, an 
ad cehiiye filly omen, laden with divers. Lufis, Tis eaſy to 
tay this. and ten Times more. But can you prove it? And 
ought 1 you to Jay it, till you can? 

I ſhall not concern myſelf with any Thing in your Append, Xs 


but what relates to me in particular. This Premifed, I ob- 


ſerve on No. 1. There are ſeveral Inftances in my Journals, of 
Perſons that were in Agonies of Grief or Fear, and roared for 
the Diſquietneſs of their Heart: Of ſome that ex :ceeding trem- 


led before Gop, perhaps ell daun to the Ground, and of others 


whom Gop in his adorable Providence, ſuffered to be natic 
and fore vexed. The particular Inſtances hereof, to which you 
refer, have been largely vindicated already, in the two Letters 
to the Rev. Dr. Church, as well as that to che late Biſhop ot 
Lamar. 

In the 5 foll lowing Numbers I am not concerned. The 
eighth contains thoſe Words from my ſecond Journal, «+ The reft 
of the Day we ſpent in hearing the auonder/i Works,” which 


Gop is beginning to work all over the Earth.” On this like- 


wiſe I have ſpoken at large, to Dr. Church and Bimop Gibbon. 


The Sum is: It is « poxat Non when one notorious Sinner is 


throughly changed in Heart and Life. It is wonderfully great, 


when. Goo works this entire Change, in a large Number of 
People: Particularly when it is done in a very ſhort Time: But 
fo He hath wrought in Kingſwood, Cornwall, Newcaſtle. It is 


therefore a truly evonderful Work which Gov hath now more 


than begrin to work upon: Earth. 


De Free 8 8 Ge. 


"Perſe. 17. By Apologizing only for yourjelf 


211 1 5 Place: It is plain, that you eus 
ledge the Charge againſt the other Methodrfts; 
of hunting after extracr dinary Marks and Reve- 


lations, whereby to knew the State of the Soul, 


The Reader may ſee a Proof of all this, by 


80 uſing Mr. Jones's miraculous LETTER from ; 
the Manſions above, and the other Teſtimonies | 


printed in the Appenarx to my Oxford Sermon, 
And as you : protets Connexions with Mr. 


105 * Prifield; you and your Company of Comedians 
1 * to be told of it afreſh, as it is no longer 


ago 


* 
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e. But I truſt, it does already ap- 


Allegations you have brought, with an unparalled Bitterneſs of 


Spirit, and an Acrimony of Language almoſt without Precedent, 


you have not yet proved One. How far you are to be com- 
mended for this (unleſs by Meſſrs. Ba/ls and the Monthly Re- 
wiewers) it is not for me to judge: Let all Lovers of Truth, of 
Humanity and Candor determine. At preſent I have no more 
to add, than that I beſeech the Father of everlaſting Com- 
paſſion to ſhew more Mercy to you, than you have ſhewn to, 
Reverend Sir, Your Servant for CarisT's Sake, 


Dr. Free's Cmment, &c. 
ago than about the 8th. of this Month, fince 
Mr. Whitfield himſelf exhibited a Farce of the 
like Nature, before Sir Ch—H— and his Fa- 
M1LY. One would have thought that a Vorth- 


Country BARONET ſhould have been a Man 
of keener Underſtanding than to have perſuaded ' 
his Dependents, or commanded his Servants to 


give Ear to ſuch Deluſions. For the Subject 


of the diſorderly Harangue, it ſeems, was this, . 


(if not in the very Words, to the ſame Pur- 
poſe) hat it was the Duty of CHRISTIANS 
<* 70 be continually as inquiſitive after News from 
« HEAVEN, as it is the Cuſiom of Politicians 
&« 70 be always inquiring what is done on Earth. 
Which after all the impudent Evas 1ods and 
AFFIDAVITS ſhews us the rue Meaning of 
Mr. 7ones's Letter, fince one of your OR1G1+ 
NALS could thus publickly inculcate among 


his Followers, the deluſive Nation of a ſettled 


Communication and Correſpondence between the 


. See the Authors REemarxs upon Mr. Jones LETTER. and 
the Ahidaviti. &c. Pag. 21. &c. Set. III. 
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I have now, Sir, 8 anſwered for myſelf, which if re- 
quired, I will do more at lar 
pear, to every impartial Reader, that of the many and heavy 
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invifible World, and this. Does Mr. Jones's 


LET TIR pretend to more ) Crimine ab uno Diſce 


Omnes—50 little Difference is there between 
you ORIGINALS, and the NoN-ORIGINALS, 


that you may well be comprehended under 


the ſame Definition. And therefore from this 
recent Inſtance, it appears, that the Obſer- 


vation in my + Sermon was juſt, where lay- 


ing down Rules for the Diſcovery of falſe PRo- 
PHETS, I admoniſhed my Hearers to take 
Notice, whether they did not magnify their Of- 


Ace beyond the Truth, by bigh Pretences to mira- 


culous Inſpiration, &c 
To this Aſſertion you fay, you have an- 


ſwered over and over: but if this be the Caſe, 


you ſee there is ſtill Occaffon to anſwer again. 


And how well you have anſwered before, pro- 


vided he will take this Relation with him, the 
Reader has my free Conſent to enquire, if he 
pleaſes; I would adviſe him alſo at the ſame 
Time to peruſe Mr. Stotess Letter to the inſpired 
Mr. Jones, upon a like Subject, to wit; when 
he had his Text immediately from Gop, which 
will expoſe the weakneſs of all ſuch Apolo- 

. 

For the Matter in the next Paragrapb, as 
it came in Queſtion before, it has been re- 
plied to (p. 21 of this Pamphlet) already, 
in the following Sentences, I obſerve that you 


drop your Chicken Mr. WA ITFIEID, which 


till now you had taken under Wing, leaving 
all your Incumbrances to ſhift for yourſelf. The 


+ Sermon before the Univerßty of Oxfird Pag. 21 new . Edit. 
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upon Mr. Weſley's Second Letter. 75 
Apology for the Roarers will never do you 


any Service, they roar 1o loud, that you cannot 


be heard. And for the wonderſul Work, as it 


| ſtands recorded, it remains a Wonder ſtill. You 


claim indeed ſome Merit for reforming ſome 
bad People. I anſwer do that which is good, 

Sir, and you ſhall have Praiſe of the ſame. 
But is not here a ſtrange Dꝛoindling or falling 
off from the magnificent Account of Things, 
which I took Notice of in the Appendix to 
my SERMoN? Does not this put you in Mind 


a little of the Story related by AÆAlian, concern- 
ing Socrates and Alcibrades, when the latter 


entertained ſuch an high Concer? of the Extent 
of his Poſſeſſions, Socrates, ſays the Hiſtorian, 


took him into a Room, where there was a 


May of the World. He bid him look for 
Attica, or the ATHENIAN Territory which for 


it's ſmallneſs could ſcarce be ſeen ; and for his | 


own Poſſeſfions, they were no where to be found, 
Taking this Story along with you, pray con- 
ſider what 1 does Ning ſivood, Corn- 


wall, or Newcaſtle, 


with the MonTHLY REVIEWERS, Iam afraid, 
will do me an injury with thoſe GENTLEMEN'; 
as it muſt put them in Mind, how I once ex- 
alted the Horn of W1LLIaM ROMAINE againſt 
them, through which, he has ſince been 
tooting His Solomon's SONG. I ſay I am afraid, 
that this was meant as an Artiſice to move 
that formidable Body to another Engagement 

with me, in order to take me off your Hands: 


As 


by, 


ear to ALL THE EARTH. 
Your joining the Merhodiſt Rocer Barns 
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As you have felt what they can do, and know, 
that they and 1 are not always Friends. If 


this ſhould come to paſs, you will be ſufficiently 
revenged no Doubt for my Severities; which 


however are meant for your good. For not- 


- withſtanding your d:/hone/t Quotations; and 
though for the preſent, I am obliged by the 
Times to take my Leave of you, yet in any 


Thing, that may contribute to your Eſtabliſh- 
ment in the Truth, you may perhaps find me 
occaſionally, 
Jour very Humble Servant, 
Southwark, Nov. 14, Joun FREE. 
1759 — e 
A ſhort OBSERVATION vpor APPEARANCES, 


and Mr. Weſley's Manner of writings, in this 


Controverſy, addreſſed to the Publick. 
The Reader muſt perceive, from the HIs- 


 ToRY of theſe People, and the Accounts they 


give of their Opinions and of themſelves, that 
their Growth and Increaſe muſt be aſcribed to 
other Cauſes, than the Truth of their Doctrine. 


Since it appears beyond Contradiction, that 
their Notions in Religion, are many of them 
cantrary to the Light of NaTuRe, the Artri- 


hbutes of Gop, and the Fundamental Doctrinès of 
JesUs CHRIST. 


As their Syſtem 1s thus generally ſhocking = 
and deteſtable in itſelf; no Art of Man can 


ever make it worthy of a rational Aſſent. And 


therefore it is, that we ſee their great Apologift 
Mr. Weſley, thus ſhifting from one Opinion to 


another, as het is reduced to Difficulties, chang- 


ing 
1 | 8 
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ing his Poſture, and even denying his Charac- 
ter to gain ſome little Advantage in his Defence. 
In one Place he is no Metbodiſt at all, in ano- 
ther, He is a Methodiſt from the Beginning, 
and the Father of it. In his firſt Letter, he engages 
to refute my five vehement Poſitions againſt 
«the Methodiſts,” in this, *hehasnoConcernat all 
« for their Principles or Practice. In the firſt Let- 
ter he declares, that the Method:/ts would be high- 


ly blameable if they © held ſuch Poſitions, but 


that they deteſt them, that they never did. 
And yet if the Letter to a Gentleman be his, it 
appears, that he, has written againſt the other 
Mer hodiſts for holding ſuch Opinions, mMseLe. 
In his Character of a * Methodiſt ; they are 
ſuch Latitudinarians, as not to aſſent to this, 


4 or that Scheme of Religion; hey think, and 


ce let think; in this Letter, the Note is changed, 
* they are rigid Members of the Church of 

_« ENGLaNnD. This muſt be a wretched: Cauſe, 
Which in it's Defence, ſhall lead a Man of 
Parts and Learning into fuch Tnconfotencies, 
that from hence forward, as a WRITER of 


APoLoGIEes, we mult deem him quite entinct. 
Thus all Things have their STacts and their DarE ; 
And Man's Dewices ſtill ſubmit to Fare, 

This great Axcnh-MRHTHODIs r, who heretofore ; 

Roar'd till he ſhook the Bocs f of TuLLamore, 

And making CoxverTs compaſs'd Sea and Land, 

Now falls to pieces, like a Rope of Sand. 
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Pamphlet of Mr. Veſys pag. 1 
t A Place in Telaud, from whence Mr. WESsI IE dated 
his firſt Letter to Dr. Fae. 
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In this Pamphle 4 of che 8 "FUN may be thus cor- 


reQed. » 


pag. 18. In the Note at the Bottom of the p- read v. 25 of 


this Edition. 5 

19. In the Note at the Bottom, rind pag. 1 | 

25. Line 1, for tha read that, 1. 8. for 1s not, read it 
is not, 1. 14. for N read there. 

28. Line 5. read * 10.1 2 for an, read and En» 
' thuſiaſtick. 55 ; 

29. Line u, read Mack aus- man: . Ps 

31. Line 8, read fine new Pifture. $* 


63. for ae, read are. Inſert at Bottom, Dr. 7 ucker's, 


65. At Bottom, read Captivities, 8 c 
69. For 16, read 6. „ A wo 


70. For or nor, read or not. 


71. For 17, read 7. 
72. the ſame (the Author craves the learned ms 


